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CHAP!'ER I 
DESCRIPTION OF TH1 STUDY 
I NTRODUCTION 
The minister has t radit i onally been thought of by his parishioners 
as a counselor . And, the traditional view of the pastor- counselor has 
been simply that of one to 1-rhom parishioners could go for advice and 
counsel. R. T. 1·Jilliams , 'i-Tri ting in 1939 says, in listing the responsi -
bilities of pastors in the Church of the Nazarene, 
liA past or i s an advisor and counselor. • • • The ad-
vice and counsel given by the preacher, in the main, 
must be sound. He cannot always be correct but his 
average must be good. In other words he must suc-
ceed more often than he fails in telling the people 
1vhat t o do in solving their most delicat e, intimate, 
and perplexing problems . n 
To this traditi onal concept, which limited pastoral counseling to 
the eiving of advice and counsel when needed, has been added in recent 
years the counseling of emotionally disturbed persor1s . otis R. Rice 
makes the following distinction, 
" l'le commonly use the >·Iord I counselor' in b-ro senses . 
In the first vle see the pastor in his endless and 
ever-varied pastoral care of souls . He 1 gives 
counsel' when he advises and collforts and serves . 
In hospital or home sickroom, in the jail, in the 
d>·Tellings of his people, in corrnnum.ty service, and 
in the many parochial organizations he has notable 
1 R. T. Williams, Pastor and People . Nazarene Publishing House, 
Kansas City, 1939, p . 2 • 
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opportunities as a counselor . • • • 
There is, hmvever, another sense in which the 
I·J'Ords "pastoral counselor" are used. They have but 
lately taken on this connotation. It denotes a 
specialized relationship between the ordained min-
ister and the parishioner who has sought help. It 
differs signally from the casual contact, and from 
the role of advice giving, decision making, plan 
imposing 1-vhich sometimes characterizes the first . 
A pastoral counselor in the second sense is aware 
of the dynamics of the relationship . He recognizes 
the resources and means by which the association 
can be creative in the life of his parishioner . He 
brings to this structured meeting of personalities 
the training and understanding not necessarily found 
in counseling in the former sense. The insights and 
attitudes thus used can obviously add to the approach 
and uork of the minister uho is a counselor in the 
wider sense.• 1 
It is in this "wider sense" described by Rice that Paul Johnson, 
professor of pastoral psychology at the Boston University School of 
Theology defines the term, "pastoral counseling": 
"Counseling is a responsive relationship ar1s1ng 
from expressed need to work through difficulties 
by means of emotior~l understanding and growing 
responsibility •••• Counseling follows a natural 
sequence of progressive steps from the express;on 
of a need to work through difficulties in a re-
sponsive inter- personal relationship, to the 
release of feelings, the search for better under-
standing of the feelings, the gainin~ of revealing 
insights, and decisions to take appropriate re-
sponsibility for -vrhat needs to be done . \·lhen a 
pastor seeks to help persons to help themselves 
grou by thes~ procedures, he is engaged in Pastoral 
Counseling . n 
1 J . Richard Spann (Editor) The Jllinistry "As Counselor" . Otis R. 
Rice, Abingdon-Cokesbury Press, New York, 1949, P• 94. 
2 Paul E. Johnson, Psychology of Pastoral Care . Abingdon Press, 
New York, Nashville, 1955, PP• 73-74• 
2 
3 
In recent years there has been a new emphasis within the church upon 
its historic therapeutic agencies . Stoltz lists t v-Telve which, alone or 
in combination together can make up a total process of healing : 
1. 
2. 
3. 
4. ) . 
6. 
7· 
8. 
9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
Prayer 
~lorship 
Confession and forgiveness 
Instruction in morals and religion 
Assurance 
Comfort 
Conversion 
Occupati onal therapy 
FellovlShip 
Su;:;gestion 
Christian1nurture Preaching 
He comments, "A combination of these procedures and experiences is 
essential in almost any case in which religious experience and a philos-
ophy of life fi gure . In other vmrds, the specialized Christian therapies 
interpenetrate and are supplementary.u The present-day clergyman has 
added the function of counseling to the above listed t herapies of the 
church. E . H. Van Nostrand notes this addit i on in the following manner : 
1 
"Historically, the Protestant churches have been con-
cerned with proper modes of 1·mrship and personal 
morality . The maintaining of t hese religious emphases 
has necessitated considerable effort and sacrifice by 
groups and individuals . From these efforts have come 
the historic therapies of Protestantism. These 
therapies have been the more or l ess unconscious 
psy chic gains of the conscious religious practices 
and goals . 
Modern Protestant psychotherapy is seeking to bring 
about psychic and physical health in individuals by 
K. R. Stoltz, The Church and Psychothera!J'IJ• Abingdon-<:okesbury 
Press, New York, Nashvill e , 1943, P • 124. 
the triple emphasis of a rebirth of interest in the 
healing methods of Jesus, an adaptation and use of 
these psychiatric and psychological techniques which 
~~y- be used by pastoral counselors, and a focusing 
of attention upon the therapeutic values of Protes -
tantism. nl 
4 
It would therefore appear that the clergyman of today is called upon 
to do counseling of the type done by professional secular counselors. 
urn terms of basic attitudes, approach, and methods, pastoral-counseling 
does not differ from effective counseling by other types of counselors , tt 
Says Seward Hiltner . 2 Since it has been estimated that tt40% of the popu-
lation take their personal problems first to a clergyman,113 it -vrould seem 
logical to i nvestigate the similarities and differences between the pastor-
counselor and the secular-counselor. This stuqy is concerned -..nth such an 
investigation among the minist ers of the Church of the Nazarene . 
STATEHENT OF THL PROBmi 
The task in t his study is to investigate the problem of whether or 
not there are any appreciable dif ferences between pastor- counselors in 
the Nazarene Church and secular- counselors . The following questions 
will be raised: 
1. What are some of the similarities between pastor-counselors and 
secular-counselors? 
1 E. 11 . Van Nostrand, Psychotherapeutic Values in the Confessional 
and in Pastoral Counseling. Unpublished Doctoral Dissertation, Boston 
University, 1953 . 
2 Seward Hiltner, The Counselor in Counseling . Abingdon-Cokesbury 
Press, New York, Nashv~lle, 1952, PP• l0-11. 
3 James F. Hoynihan "Pastoral Counseling" in The Counselor and His 
Religion. The Personnel and Guidance Journal, January, 1958, Vol. 36, No . 5 
2 . What are some of the differences betrtleen pastor- c01.mselors and 
secular- counselors? 
3• \'l'hat are the implications of this study? 
SCOPE AlJD IJIIITATIONS OF rrrE PROBW1 
5 
This study is limited to clergymen of the Church of the Nazarene in 
the n::::astern Educational Zone 11 , which includes the area of the United 
States from the East Coast west to Akron Ohio, and from the Haritime Pro-
vinces south to ~'iashington D. C. This study is concerned with the re-
actions of 125 Nazarene clerg~nen to a questionnaire designed to ascertain 
basic counseling attitudes and practices as compared to the reactions of a 
jury of cotmselor- trainers . The following factors regarding each of the 
respondent clergymen were noted: 
1 . Age of clergyman 
2. Length of time as a clergyma11 
3· Amount of traininG received in the area of counseling 
4. Amount of counseling done each lveek 
5. Nembership of respondent clerg;>-"'1lla.n1 s church 
6. Type of environment (urban, suburban, rural) in vThich clergyman's 
church is located 
7• Extent of respondent clergyman's formal educational trainir.g 
8. Percentage of counseling done by clergyman vrith people of his 
own parish 
A study of this type is not without certain limitations . To begin 
>rith, sine~ it was sent out only to Nazarene clergymen in the East, it 
uould be subjected to 1-l:at mi~ht be called "localization" . It is 
possibl e that attitudes to•,rard counseline; mieht vary betueen the various 
sections of the country, even ~ti thin the same denomination. A second 
6 
limitation might lie in the fact that it is sometLraes d5 .. fficult to com-
pare the specific attitudes and practices of a e;roup of counselors as 
determined by their responses to a questionnaire uith their performance 
in an actual counseling situation. Responses to questions, therefore, 
may vary somewhat from actual performance . Thirdly, though the question-
naire is considered a val uable technique in determining the effectiveness 
of counseling, it should be supported with more practical criteria. nd 
final~, the size of the jur of counsel or-trainers (seven) thou~h D .. mited 
by practical co1widerations, may be too small; a larger jury would furnish 
a more stabl e basis for comparison -td.th the respondent pastor-counsel ors . 
PWJ AHD PR-OCEDURE 
In deciding upon the method of gathering material for the analytic~l 
study of the proposed problem, the personal intervievT was first considered, 
but 1ms deemed impractical due to lack of time and finances , and the <fide-
spread distribution of the churches in t .. e area to be surveyed. Thus it 
-.;.;as decided that a questionnaire1 sent to a predetermined number of 
Nazarene clergymen uould be most practical. In the constr-u.ction of the 
1
see Appendix for cop3r of questiol"..naire 
7 
1 
a nmnber of reference books i·Tere consulted, and several joint working 
sessions arrane;ed H:i th Laurence Do~rle -:vho was working on a similar survey 
of Baptist clerg;ymen in Neu England. 2 The attempt Has made to construct 
a questionnaire ~•hich <Tould both re£'lect some basic attitudes and practices 
of professional counselors, and be convenient enough to those to whon it 
was to be sent that there -vwuld be a good possibility of its return. 
Statements for the questionnaire uere selected in keeping 1v:i.th the 
total objectives of the study. A pilot questionnaire was presented to a 
seminar group of fortJr [raduate students majo~lng in counseling at the 
Bos·~on University School of :Sducation. They were asked to evaluate each 
statement as to "lvhether they were representative of professional counsel-
ing attltudes and practices . Proposed statements vTere discarded if they 
did not attain an agreement of 85% of the seminar group . Of the 50 state-
ments originally proposed, 39 attained an aereement rating of the required 
85%, and were included in the final questionnaire used in t~is study. 
1Dugald S . Arbuckle, Teacher Counseling. Addison-~:esley Press, Inc . 
Cambriage, :Hass. 1950. 
Dugald S . Arbuckle, Guidance and Counseling in the Classroom. Al::!..yn 
and Bacon, Inc ., Boston, Mass . 1957. 
Carl Rogers, Counseling and Psychotherapy. Houghton }tifflin Co., 
Boston, Mass. 1942. 
E . G. ~iilliamson, Counseling Adolescents . l1d1ra~v Hill Book Co . Inc., 
Nm-1 York, 1950. 
2Laurence Doyle, An Analytic Survey; and Study; 
and Practices of Baptist Clerw.en in Neu England . 
Thesis, Boston University, 19 • 
of Counseling Attitudes 
Unpublished Masters 
The f ollowing variables were decided upon: 
1. Age of clergyman 
2. Length of t ime as a clergyman 
3. Amount of training r ccei ved in the area of counseling 
4. Amount of counseling done each week 
5. r.1embership of respondent cler gyman• s church 
6. Type of environment (urban, suburban, rural) in whi ch Cler gy- . 
man's church is located 
7. Extent of r espondent cler gyman's formal educational training 
8. Percentage of counseling done by clergyman with people of his 
own parish 
8 
Tho qne~~~re is divided into two secti ons . Part I includes 
questions to determine the eight variabl es listed above . Part II in-
cludes 39 statements about counseling attitudes and pract i ces . The 
clergyman was asked to indicate the extent of his agreement or disagree-
ment •vith the statements given by choosing one of t he following responses: 
1 . Agree 
2. Strongl y agr ee 
3. Disagree 
4. Strongl y disagr ee 
5. Uncertain 
No signature was r equired, nor was any information requested other 
than age t hat might give t he feeling that the respondent• s identity •·m.s 
being sought . It was f elt t hat secrecy must be assured if valid 
9 
responses w·ere to be received. 
Because the pastors of each of the 535 churches on the Eastern Edu-
co.tional Zone of the Church of the Nazarene were personally kno;;.m to the 
writer, and because it 1.ras felt that some assurance of equal distribution 
of the questr.omaire bet~.reen large and small churches should be given, the 
follo-viing procedure 'l-Ias folloH"ed in the selection of the sample : 
1. Tlio hundred questi.Om'aires -.;.rere to be sent out . This figure re-
pl~esented 37% of the 535 churches on the Zone . Since the Zone is divided 
into nine "distri cts", it was decided to send questio:nmires to 37% of t:te 
churches on each district . This Has done to assure proper geographical 
distribution. 
2 . It 1·1as determi ned that throughout the Zone the follm·ring size 
churches were represented: 
Under 75 member 72% 
75-150 members 19% 
150 members & over- 9% 
These percentag- es were foll01ved in selecting clergymen in each of the 
distr icts on the Zone in order to assure proper representation among the 
dif ferent sized churches . 
3. Due to the possibility that the writer ( 1-1ho is personally ac-
quainted with most of these clergymen) might form some subjective judg-
ments regarding the counseling orientation of those selected as the 
sample, each church received a number and those to receive the question -
na:i:re .rere drawn from a hat by a disinterested person. 
The questionnaire -vras sent out together Hith a cover l etter of 
10 
sxplanation1 and each was accompanied with a self-addressed, stamped 
envelope . Since the 1vriter had occasion to visit most district assem-
blies W:·ich came shortly after the questionnaire \'laS sent out, it >-ta s 
possible to remind the pastors verbally as theJ ~et in a gro~p, of the 
need for fi lin(" out and returnin[ the questionnaire . As a result of 
this, a total of 12.5 questionnaires uere returned . The results of the 
questionnaires have been tabulated and are ~resented in Chapters III & IV . 
TR ATI-ffillT OF DATA 
The purpose of the questionnaire was to obtain clergy reaction in 
the Nazarene church to basic counseling attitudes and practices , and to 
co;:1pare t ese vTith responses received from a jury of seven counse or 
trainers at Boston University . Those -vrho participated in the jury were: 
Dr . Dugald Arbuckle, Director of Student Personnel Services at the 
Boston University School of ~ducation . 
Dr . Henry Isaksen, Associate Professor at the Boston University 
School of ~ducation . 
Dr. June Hommes, Instructor at the Bostcn University School of 
Education. 
Dr . John GiL~ore, Associate Professor at the Boston University 
Graduate School . 
Dr . John Ga-vme, Director of the Boston University Counseling Services . 
lsee copy of cover le ter in the Appendix 
11 
Dr . Norman Feingold, Instructor at the Boston University School of 
Education. 
Dr . Paul Johnson, Professor of Pastoral Counseling at the Boston 
University School of Theology. 
Summary tables have been set up for each variable and compared with 
the r esponses of the jury of counselor trainers . Similariti es and 
differences between the r esponses of pastor-counselors and secular counse-
lors have been noted and some implications possible from this study are 
included in the conclusion of t his paper. 
LACK OF RESEARCH 
CHAPI'L-11. II 
RELA.T.t.D R.E.SbARCH 
Correspor.dence with the counseling department of the Nazarene Theo-
logical Seminary in Kansas City, }!issouri, together with contact 1-r.Lth 
several denominational officials in a position to follow such matters, 
and perusal of library indices, leads to the cone usion that no research 
into this area of the ministry of the Nazarene church has been attempted. 
At the ~resent time Professor Harvey Blaney of bastern Nazarene College is 
preparing material for a doctora thesis on the attitude of Nazarene 
clergymen toward their profession, ':Jhich includes some allusion to pro-
blems of counseling; hor,Tever, the results of this study have not as yet 
been made public . 
In other circles ue find that there are many books that deal with 
pastoral counseling, principally from the standpoint of technique, and 
but feH which attempt an a , 'praisal of ministerial functioning in the field . 
This chapter will present three thesis studies that are concerned 
with pastoral counseling attitudes and practices . Two of these studies 
are of a scientific nature, >Thile t e third study is of a theoretical re-
search nature . 
George bmil Riday did a research study in 1956, called ! Comparative 
Stud- of ~he Counseling Methods Employed B~- the Graduates of Andover-Nev-rton 
-12-
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Theological School and Lastern Baptist Theolorical Semina~. The purpose 
of Riday's study was to ey~mine the counseling philosophies and methods of 
the graduates of two contrastin~ theoloeical se~naries . Andover~~ewton 
Theological Seminary v1as chosen because in its curriculum it has an ex-
cellent offering in counseli~~ which includes an experience in clinical 
practice for a period of twelve 1-feeks . Each prospective eraduate of this 
seminary must take this clinical practice as a requirement for graduation. 
The other seminar:r chosen was Eastern Baptist Theological Seminar;r at 
Overbrook, Pennsylvania . Eastern Baptist has no clinical training for its 
students a~n offers few courses in counseling or related fields . 
The data for this study uere gathered on tuo prepared forms : a 
Cotmselor Information Sheet on Hhich the respondent indicated his type of 
employment, academic background, c:~::pcricnce, and number of books read on 
counseling and related fields during the past five years ; and an Inter -
view Report Form on HHch the respondent described the client, his pro-
blem, i-fhat the counselor did about the problem, the attitude of the 
cotmselor and client to"\.fard each other, whether or not a referral was 
made, and indicated whether the respondent kept records of such counseling 
contacts. Those who participated in the study "tfere requested to report 
intervie-vrs that the~ - had during any four ifeek period betvreen October 1 and 
November 30, 1955. 
la. E . Riday, A Comparative Study of The Counseling Methods Employed 
By the Graduates of Andover-NeHton Theological School and .!:..astern 3aptist 
TheoloGical Seminary. Unpublished Doctoral Dissertation, University of 
n i.chigan, 1956. 
Riday chose eight criteria by m1ich to evaluate the i nterviews s ub-
mitted: 
1. Identifi cat i on of t he Real Problem 
2 . Clarificati on of t he Problem 
3. Encouragement of Free Expression of Feelings 
4. Absence of :Horalizing or Preaching 
5. Appropriate Use of t he Resources of the Christ i an Faith 
6. Identificati on of the Client ' s Need wit h his Problem 
7. Helping t he Client to Help Himself 
8. The abi lity to Recognize the Need for a Referral 
Three persons >-rith training in counseling independently evaluated 
111 interviews (53 from Andover Newton and 58 f rom Eastern drawn f rom a 
sa.'1lple of half the total nmnber) as " good, 11 "quest ionable," or 11 poor . " 
Without any knowledge of the ratings given by the three judges, Riday 
also evaluated t hese interviews . The correlation bet 1-Teen t he average 
rat i ngs of the t hr ee judges and t he writ er was .74. The Spearman-Brown 
f ormula was a pplied to t he "three person" evaluation and that of Riday 
1-ti..th a resulting coefficient of .85 . The counselors w·ere rated as 
follows : 
Good 
Questionable 
Poor 
Total 
Andover Newton 
35 
12 
6 
53 
Eastern 
8 
18 
32 
58 
15 
~wo other items used in the evaluation of the counselor training 
provi ded at t hese two seminaries 1.;ere : 1 . the quality of the reporting 
of the interviews, and 2. reasons given for not participating by those 
who declined to cooperate in this inquiry. Each of these factors indi-
cated revealing information concerning philosophies and methods . The 
statistical data revealed that t here is not much difference in the amount 
of talking done by the graduates of both schools, during the interview 
with the client . There was little significance between the client ' s 
attitudes toward the counselors from both schools . There was litte dif-
ference betvTeen the types and frequencies of t he problems confronted by 
the counselors from both schools . 
The eight cri t eria mentioned previously were applied to t he reported 
int erviews . The evaluations of these interviews supported Riday' s hy-
pothesis that the graduates of Andover-Newton Theological Seminary adhere 
to philosophies and methods of counseling which are more in agr eement with 
acceptable counseling attitudes and practices than do those of Eastern 
Baptist Theological Semi nary. 
George Russel Tolson1 wrote a thesis at Andover-Newton Theological 
Seminary. The titl8 of Tolson's thesis is The Distinctive Nature of 
Pastoral-counseling As Contrasted ith Secular-counseling. 
The purpose of Tolson' s thesis was to attempt to synthesize the 
material available to t he pastoral-counselor from the fields of depth 
1 G. R. Tolson, The Distinctive Nature of Pastoral Counseling As 
Contrasted T ith Secular Counsellng, Onpubl l shed Master's Thesls, 
Andover-Newton Theologlcal Semlnary, 1950. 
PsYchology and modern counseling techniques 1fith basic and peculiarly 
Christian insights of the Christian faith in such a ~vay that a clearer 
tunderstanding of the role of the pastoral- counselor may be available to 
the parish minister who finds himself somewhat confused as to just what 
is his peculiar contr ibut i on as a religious counselor. 
The method of this thesis in the words of its author are as 
follous : 
11The method of this paper is simple and it is scien-
tific only in the sense that it attempts to be compre-
hensive . It is the feeling of this writer that all 
too often constructive academic work is l imited in the 
scope of its references . To illustrate what I mean, 
I suggest ttat one attempting to achieve the same pur-
poses represented in t his paper mi f ht be tempted to 
limit his reading rather narrowly to matter speci fi -
cally dealing with depth psychology and counseling 
techniques . Such a method 1vould run the risk of 
involving the IJri tcr in mistakes wr<ich micht vrell be 
avoided if he would concern himself as well with 
specifi cally theological discussion and discussion 
of the methodology by -vJhich truth may be ascertained. 
That is to say , in the opinion of this Hr iter it is 
important to have a clear theological doctrine and 
philosophy of knor,;ledge, as 1rell as a grasp of the 
fundamental concepts of depth psycholo~J and modern 
counseling techniques, if one is to essay such a 
task as is set by the purpose of this paper . " 
Tolson l ists six conclusions of his study. They are as follows: 
1 . Ther e is no inherent conflict betvreen Christian theology 
and the insights of depth psychologists . 
2. The insights of depth psychologists are important to 
the pastoral- counselor and they should bring him 
into a f r esh and more effective understanding of the 
poss:i.bilities in..h.erent in pastoral-counseling. 
J . It is important to develop a r eal understanding of 
the role of the Christian man, particularly the 
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pastoral- counselor, as mediator of God 1 s grace . 
4. The r eal ity and the power and the love of God can 
be made r eal, operative i n the l ives of persons 
through the pastoral- counsel ing relationships . 
5. There is a distinct contr ibutio· _ to be made by 
pastoral- counselors to the general profession of 
psychotherapy. 
6. We need t o devote ourselves to a more clear work-
ing out of t he r elationship bet•veen the insights 
of the depth psychologists and our Christian 
theology. 
1 Donald Leroy Calame wrote a doctoral dissertation titled An 
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Analy-sis of Aspects of Pastoral Counseling As They Relate To Basic Con-
siderations of the Christian Faith . " Thi s study is presented in this 
paper as r elated r esearch because it presents in some measure the clergy-
man• s attitudes tov-rard counseling . 
The purpose of Calame's study was to analyze ce~tain aspects of 
pastoral-counseling as they relate to basic elements of the Christian 
faith . 
There were two r easons for Calame ' s undertaking of t his study: 
(1) t he high incidence of abnormalities in mental health, a problem for 
which many feel the Chr i sti an religion has a gr eat deal to off er; and 
(2) the questionable pract ices employed in approaching the solution to 
emoti onal needs . 
1 D. L. Calame, An Analys i s of Aspects of Pastoral Counseling As 
They Relate t o Basic Cons iderations Of The Chr istian Faith. Unpublished 
Doctoral Dissertation, Northwestern University, 1956. 
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Calame utilized two sources of data in his study: (1) an in-
tensive reading of pertinent writing in the field of pastoral~counseling 
and allied fields; and (2) a study of ministers who were purportedly 
successful as pastoral- counselors . These data were examined concurrent-
ly throughout the study in a complementary interpretation. 
Calame used two instruments to collect the needed data : (1) a 
questionnaire prepared by Calame ; and (2) the Mental Health Analysis 
devised by Thorpe, Clark and Tiegs, and published by the California Test 
Bureau. 
Calame ' s study Has not designed to plumb the depths of theological 
considerations in the counseling process . Neither did he attempt to 
delve exhaustively into any one phase of pastoral- counseling . His study 
was concerned with an analysis of certain facets involved in meeting 
emotional needs as they relate to some basic concepts of the Christian 
faith . Calame felt t hat t here were three major pr9mises common to the 
various techniques of counseling . They are as foll ows : 
1 . The release of tensions 
2. The gaining of insight 
3· Positive action toward reoriented goals 
There Here f i ve basic consi derations of the Christian faith that 
Calame considered relevant to his study: 
1. The necessity for establishing a wholesome re-
lationship to God in order to experience the 
most satisfying release from tension. 
2. The image of God in human personality as the 
source of man's highest insight . 
3. The individual who would ultimately master life 
>-rill do so through a faith in God. Any condit i on 
that makes this fact secondary brings about an 
estrangement from God iihich must be resolved. 
This faith is premised upon an integration of 
rational belief and emotional commitment . 
4. There is a core of basic Christian concepts that 
supersedes labels applied to varying religious 
points of view. Pastors who counsel express an 
indifference to specific classifications; but 
they do have high appreciation of fundamental 
beliefs . 
5. Pastors viho counsel are faced >vith a dilemma 
in attem~ting to observe the role of a prophet 
and the role of a nondirect ~~ve counselor. As 
a speci alist in spiritual matters, the pastor 
finds himself in a quandry as he merely re-
flects the feelings of t he counselee . 
Calame made the follo'~ng r ecommendations: 
1 . The Church must recognize the questionable 
practices involved in the pattern of the pur-
veyors of peace of mind ; but t·he church and 
its pastors must be concerned -viith going be-
yond satirical pronouncements . 
2. The pastor who counsels should be more con-
cerned whether his counseling is God- centered 
rather than debating the qu~stion of its 
being client-centered or counselor-centered. 
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USE OF TABlES 
CHf..PrLR III 
PRESENTATIGl OF DATA 
Due to the creat amount of data involved in this study, tables have 
been adopted as the best uay in <·Tl::'ich to ma.int<J.in order and readability. 
There are 23 tables presented in Chapter IV . Table 1 presents a simple 
numerical comparison bet<·men the responses of the 12.5 respondents and the 
jur~r of counselor-trainers . Ta'Jles 2-23 present a breakdo~m of the clergy-
men ' s responses in relationship to the eight tentative variables1 pre-
sented in Chapter I. These responses are compared vTith the responses of 
the jury of counselor-trainers . 
TENTATIVE VARIABLLS 
Eight tenta.ti ve variables rere set up in order to determine any 
differences and/or similarities bet~.;een the clerg;ymen and the jury of 
counselor-trainers . These variables, torether with their respective 
tables are here described: 
Variable 1 . Length of time as a clergyman. The entire group 
of responder:ts 1-J"ere divided accordinr to the m.unber of years they had 
been clPrg;ymen in order to deter.-1ine vrhether O:h.1Xlrience in the ministry 
had any bearing upon responses to the questionnaire. The respon onts 
lsee Chapter I, P• .5·. 
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were arbi trari ly divided i nto t wo groups - those having l ess t han eleven 
years of exper ience as a cler gyman were placed in group 1. Table 2 
records the r espons es of t he f i fty- seven who fell i nto this category. 
Table 3 contains t he r espons es of the sixty- eight who indicated that 
th~ had eleven years or more experience as a cler gyman . 
Variable 2 . Age of clergyw~n. The ages of the respondent 
cler gymen varied from 25 to 74 years . Table 4 r ecords t he r esponses of 
t he sixty- nine cler gymen '-rhose ages fell between 25-40 years . Table 5 is 
made up of the fifty- six cler gymen whose ages were 41 to 74 years . 
Variable 3. Extent of cler gyman' s educat i onal t r aining. 
Since t he Church of t he Nazarene contai ns many cler gymen who have passed 
a required course of study, but who have not completed college work, it 
was necessary to make t he f olloHing divisi on f or t his variable: Table 6 
contains the responses of the forty- eight cler gymen whose educati onal 
training was below college level. Table 7 consists of the forty- eight 
cler gymen who compl eted college work and r ecei ved a degr ee, but di d not 
complete seminar y or graduat e work following college . Table 8 r ecords 
the r esponses of twenty-nine cler gymen who completed a seminary or 
graduate degree f ollowing college . 
Vari able 4. Formal trai ning in counseling . The cler gymen 
r espondents wer e asked whet her t hey had r eceived any f ormal training in 
counseli ng or not . The r esponses of eighty- one who had had no training 
are contained in Table 9, vthile those of t he forty- four who list some 
training in the f ield are r ecorded in Table 10. 
l 
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Variable 5. J1embership of cler gyman1 s church. In k3eping with 
1 
the division mentioned in Chapter I, the clergymen 1-rere divided into t hree 
groups depending upon the si ze of their parish. Table 11 contai~~ the 
responses of the eighty-four Nazarene clergymen pastoring churches with a 
membership of from 0-75· Table 12 consists of those whose parish member-
ship is from 76-150, while Table 13 contains those listing more than 150 
members . 
Variable 6. Location of clergyman1 s church. The respondent 
clergymen were asked to indicate whether their parish was located in an 
urban, suburban, or rural area . Table 14 contains those sixty- nine who 
pastor in an urban area, Table 15 the thirty-five in a suburban location, 
and Table 16 the t 1-renty-one who indicated that they pastored in a rural 
location. 
Variable 1• Hours spent in counseling each week. Ninety-seven 
of the respondents replied that they spent 0 to 3 hours per week in 
counseling, and t heir responses are contained in Table 17. The sixteen 
uho spent 4-6 hours a week are listed in Table 18, vThile those t1>1elve 
who spend 7 or more hours a week in counseling are listed in Table 19. 
Variable 8. Amount of counseling vnth members of clergymanls 
own parish. Table 20 consists of forty-eight clergymen whose counseling 
is nearly all with members of their mm parish . Those twenty-nine whose 
counseling is with their own parishioners more than half the time are 
listed in Table 21, while Table 22 gives the r esponses of the t hirty-
seven Hho counsel their own members less than half the t ime. 
1 See Chapter I, p . 9 • 
In this final variable there were eleven clergymen who made no 
desipnation as to the amount of time spent in counseling their own mem-
bers . 
The responses of the jury of counselor trainers kept constant in 
23 
each table . It was decided that the data could best be presented by list-
ing only three responses; agr ae, disa.s;ree, and U:.'l:::ertain. :2;1e agree and 
strongl y agree responses , therefore, are listed under the column headed 
tt agreell , while the disagree and strongl3r disaeree respoi:.ses are combined 
in the column "disagree11 • Uncertain responses, of COl'.rsa, rema:LJ. t.ho 
same . 
A statistical analysis of the responses is contained in Chapter IV, 
together 1-Ji. th certain implications 1·1hich might be drawn from the study. 
QUbSTIONNAIRE. STATLHbNTS 
The following are the thirty- nine statements to which the pastoral 
counselors and the jury of counselor-trainers 1vere asked to respond: 
1 . It is desirable that a pastor have some formal training in 
counseling in order to be an effective counselor . 
2. An effective pastor- counselor should have a general knowledge 
of basic psychology. 
3. There are instances where a pastor- counselor should refer 
emotionally disturbed parishioners to a professional counselor . 
4. I t is best f or the counseling sessi on to be held in the church 
offi ce rather than in the parsonabe parlor . 
5. \.1 hen the person to r eceive counselin£ is of the opposite sex, 
t he pastor ' s wife should be present during t he counseling session. 
6. Counseling would be more effective if the pastor- counselor had 
one of his colleagues present during t he counseling session. 
7. A pastor- counselor should seek to find the counselee's problem 
as s oon as possible . 
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8. In ef fective counseling it is ~nportant that t he counselee f eel 
at ease . 
9. A pastor- counselor should ahrays i nfor m the counselee t hat he 
1-dll be acceptant and understanding of his problem. 
10. If a counselee seems to veer aHay f rom the problem he has been 
discussing, t he pastor- counsel or should seek to direct him back to the 
main subject . 
11. pastor- counselor should be prepared t o give answers t o as many 
probl ems as he might possibl~r be confronted wit h by a counselee . 
12 . As the counselee pr esents his probl em, the pastor- counselor 
should always search in his mind f or the soluti on best suited to the case 
at hand. 
D . Hhen the pastor- couns elor has reached a solution, it should be 
carefully explained so that the counselee may understand it and be able 
to follow instructions . 
14. In the case of a problem involving moral or ethical standards in 
Hhi ch t he church already has a st ated position, t he pastor- counselor 
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should explain the church ' s position as soon as the problem becomes clear. 
15. The pastor- counselor should maintain a strictly neutral attitude 
Hhen counseling and not alloH his doctrine or convictions to be a~parent 
to the counselee . 
16. In some cases a number of sessions -..nth the counselee vTill be 
necessary bef ore an effective solution to the problem -vTill be reached. 
17. A pastor- counselor should be acceptant and understanding of a 
cOimselee 1-1ho doubts the existence of God. 
18 . A pastor- counselor should be acceptant and understanding of a 
counselee who is living in i~morality and sin . 
19. A counselee states, 11 I hate my husband . " The pastor- counselor 
should attempt to convince the counselee t hat this attitude is -vTrong. 
20. A counselee states quite emoti onally, "I don1 t believe that God 
is love .u The pastor-counselor should attempt to convince the client 
that God is love . 
21. A counselee states quite emot i onally, "I am going to kill my-
self .n The pastor- counselor should explain to him uhy this is not a 
soluti on to the problem. 
22 . A counselee states quite emotionally, "I think the moral 
standards of the church are a lot of bunk .n The pastor- counselor should 
then defend the moral standards of the church . 
23 . A minor admits the theft of an automobile during a counseling 
session. The pastor- counselor is morally obligated to inform his parents 
and the police . 
24. Under no circumstances s hould t he pastor-counselor reveal 
confidences expressed during t he counseling session. 
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25 . It i s permissible for a pastor - counselor to use as illustrative 
material actual cases f rom his counseling exper ience . 
26 . There should be definite limits set as to length and num9 er of 
counseling interviews . 
27 . 1ihen a counselee misses an appointment, the pastor-counselor 
should immediately contact biQ to find the reason for his absence . 
28. 1ihen it is quite evident that a parishioner needs counseling , 
t he pastor- counselor should try to arrane;e for a counseling interview. 
29. If a counseling session is being recorded on tape, the 
colmselee ' s permission should be obtained. 
30 . When the counselee makes a statement knovm to be untrue, the 
pastor-counselor should inf orm him that he is not telling the truth. 
31. In ef fective counseling t he pastor- counselor should control the 
direction of the interview. 
32 . It is generally considered that it is difficult to have an 
effective counseling relat i onship with close friends and relat ives . 
33 . If more information is needed concerning the counselee, the 
counselor should seek such i nformati on f rom the counselee's relat i ves 
and friends . 
34. If in a moment of anger the counselee uses profanity, the 
pastor- counselor should lCLndly inform him that t his is not desirable . 
35 . A pastor- counselor should allow the counselee to give free 
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expression to his thoughts regardless of how unethical or immoral they 
may be . 
36. A counselee states quite emoti onally, "Life isn1 t worth living 
any more ." The pastor- counsel or ' s repl y might be 11 Nm-1, nm-1, everything ' s 
going to be all right . 11 
37. The counselee states tearfull , "I 1 m broke and don' t kno·.N where 
my next meal' s coming from.n The pastor- counselor should invite him 
home for s11pper or seek to lend him some money. 
38 . It would be well f or the pastor- counselor to have in mind a 
series of questions to be used in case the conversation lags . 
39. A pastor- counselor should be convinced that apart from the con-
text of the church there can be no satisfactory adjustment to l ife . 
STATISTI CAL TREAT:f.fr:NT 
The follmving formula1 has been applied throughout the study to de-
termine statistically significant differences between the Jury of 
Counselor-Trainers and the Pastor Counselors : 
2 11 2 
/( == /7 (a - 7 ) 
p( l -p) 
vfuere a = number in agreement among the jury. 
p : proportion (percentage) i n agreement among the pastor-
counselors . 
1 - p = proportion not in agreement among the pastor-
counselors . 
:lnetermined in consultation lith Dr . Allman of the Boston Uni varsity 
Statistical Laborator,y . 
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For the purposes of this formula, responses listed as 'Uncertain" 
were combined with those checked "Disagree" . 
In cases where "a" (the number in agreement among the jury) was "011 , 
the formula applied vTas simplified to : 
2 /t :: 7P 1-p 
The level of significance of difference, if any, was determined in 
the following manner: 
2 
Where a /l of 3.84 or higher resulted, significant difference was 
2 
indicated at the . 05 level . Where a ~ of 6. 6 or hieher was determined, 
significant difference resulted at the . 01 level. 
In addition to determining si;--nificant differences betvmen the jury 
and the pastor- counselors of the Eazarene church through the use of the 
a. ove formula , it -v1as necessary to find if there -,;.rere significant differ-
ences behreen the groups listed vTi thin each variable as they related to 
t __ e responses of the jury. The ..:'ollo:Jinr; formula vTas er1ployed for this 
purpose : 
2 A. • 1 
ra Nb 
Where : 
+ 
a = the number of stater1ents v-There significant 
d.iffererces uere found . 
+ 
b = t e nunber of stataments where no significant 
differences vwre found . 
Na = 
Nb -
-
Total I\Unl;)er of statcr:1ents in both groups 
·.:r ere si. rifi cant differences uere found . 
Total nwber of statements in both croups 
lvhere no significant differences uere found . 
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2 lhere a J.. of 6. 635 or more resulted, siE;nificar;.t difference at the 
2 
. 01 J.evel r11as indicated, and ~v- ere a /( of 3. 841 resu1ted, sigr1ificant 
difference at the . 05 1evel ~vas indicated. 
INTRO:CUCTIOE 
CHAPI'ER rJ 
AN.AJXSIS Or DATA 
This chapter presents a comparison of the responses of the jury of 
seven counselor-trainers, and the one hundred twenty-five pastor-counselors 
Hho responded to the questionnaire . Since the purpose of tl-J.is surve- 1 
is to note the similarities and differences bet~-reen the responses of the 
jury and the pastor- counselors of the Church of t .. -e Nazar "ne, the primary 
consideration in analyzing data in this chapter is to determine the 
level of significant difference, if aey, between the tuo groups as they 
respond to eac questionnaire statement . lr-Jhen this has been determined 
it may be possible to dra1-1 certain implications from the responses which 
-:Jill reflect similarities or differences beh1een the pastor- cou.'1selors 
and counselor- trainers. 
Follm-ring each table contained in tl1is chapter, an analysis of the 
res-ults is presented. Chapter V ists the overall resu ts of this 
analysis of t . e counseling attitudes and practic8s of ministers of the 
i,Tazarcne church. 
lsee Chapter I, P • 4. 
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TABLI. 
AGRE ·TE IT Of '"'TA "U'1BL"'l r F "R~SPO~lJ)E.~TTs Ai'ill JURY OF com .. ::: LOR TRAI TIRS 
·-
*Statements Jury of Counselor Trainers Pasto~al Counselors 
(1) 
1. . . . . . . . . . 
2 •• • •••••• 
3 . . . . • . . • • : 
4 . .......• 
5 . ... ...•. 
6 ••• •• .• • • 
7 ...... .•• 
8 . ••.•.•.. 
9 . ...••..• 
10 . ........ 
11. ~ ......• 
12 . ... .•. .• 
13 . .....•.. 
14 .. . .... . . 
15 ... ... ' .. 
l6eottttttt 
17 . .......• 
18 e • • • • • • • • 
19 . . .... ..• 
20 .• .•...•• 
21 . ... ... ·, . 
22. 0 ••••••• 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
. 3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 ••••••••• 
4 .. 6 !) 11111 
5 e I t t t t t t t 
6 0 0 •• ••••• 
7. !II ••••••• 
8 (. ...••.•• 
9 . ......... 
0 • ... ...•• 
1 . ........ 
2 • ~ ••••••• 
3 ...•.•••• 
4 . .. ...... 
5 . ........ 
6' •••••••• 
7 • ..••...• 
8. ~ ......• 
9 . •.....• ' 
Agree Disagree 
(2) (3) 
7 0 
7 0 
7 0 
3 0 
0 7 
0 7 
1 6 
6 1 
2 4 
1 6 
0 6 
2 5 
1 4 
1 4 
6 1 
6 0 
7 0 
7 0 
0 7 
0 7 
1 5 
0 7 
0 7 
5 1 
0 5 
0. 5 
0 6 
1 4 
7 0 
0 7 
1 5 
7 0 
0 6 
0 7 
7 0 
0 7 
0 7 
0 6 
0 7 
Uncertain Agree Disa~ree 
(4) (5) % (6) % 
0 21 97 3 2 
0 117 94 1 1 
0 103 32 1 9 
4 06 85 6 5 
0 54 43 43 34 
0 4 3 99 79 
0 86 69 23 18 
0 24 99 0 0 
1 102 82 11 9 
0 89 71 20 6 
1 70 56 38 30 
0 96 77 11+ 11 
2 93 74 24 19 
2 79 63 29 23 
0 40 32 61 49 
0 121 97 0 0 
0 102 82 11 9 
0 85 68 24 19 
0 78 62 35 28 
0 86 69 26 21 
1 102 82 12 9 
0 67 :::4 40 32 
. ' 0 23 18 68 54 
1 99 79 8 6 
2 57 46 35 28 
2 31 25 64 51 
1 56 45 39 31 
2 92 74 12 9 
0 90 72 12 9 
0 45 36 48 38 
1 87 70 16 9 
0 82 66 17 14 
1 46 37 34 27 
0 77 6? 32 26 
0 76 61 26 21 
0 24 19 81 65 
0 17 14 72 58 
1 p_oo 80 8 14 
0 tl02 83 14 ll 
# Indicates difference at the .05 level of significance. 
* Indicates difference at the . 01 level of significance. 
Uncertain 
(7) at 
/0 
1 1 
7 6 
10 8 
]J 10 
28 22 
22 18 
16 13 
1 1 
12 9 
16 9 
17 14 
14 11 
8 6 
16 13 
24 19 
4 3 
12 9 
16 9 
12 9 
5 4 
3 2 
10 8 
27 22 
11 9 
26 21 
23 18 
23 18 
14 11 
16 13 
24 19 
15 12 
19 15 
37 30 
10 8 
16 13 
14 11 
30 24 
7 6 
6 5 
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* # 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
# 
# 
* 
# 
# 
·;I-
ll 
* 
* 
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A comparison of the responses o; t e pastor-~ounsclors ·Qth the jurJ 
of counselor-trainers resulted in t e follouing : 
l!o sic;n:i.ficant 1, 2, 3, 6, 8, 16, 17, 18, 
dif;.'8rence 23 , 24, 2t-, 29, 2, 36, 37 
• • ~. .1. J..grn lCanv 
d · 'forcmce . 05 5, 25, 27, 30, 35 
level 
s.; rni.Licant 4, 7, 1 '"' , 11, 12, 13, 14, 15 
d.;_fferePce . 01 19, 20, 21, 22 , 28, 31, 34, 
l evel 38_. 39 
Eo sirnificant difference ct~reen t 1e res onses of t e tno groups 
was noted on fifteen, or 38;s, of t e questionnaire statements . 
statistically significant di:fercnce vms observed on 24, or 62~, of t e 
quest··.on."tJ.aire statements . Of t .. cso staterr1cnts uhere a significant 
di;.'ference uas noted, six, or 25;b, ue:i.~e at t 1e . 05 level of significance, 
and eichtcen, or 75'/, \-Tore at the . 01 level. 
Three items of interest to our study mar be noted: 
1 ignificart differences bet"\Ieen pastor- counselors 
c:>.r.d t.,e jur~ of counselor- trai',ers uerc found in 
a larger nnrcertaLe of questior r.aire statements 
(621) t an t ose u ere no significant difference 
:1u.s observed 38;;) . 
2 . The fact -I:. hat in the stater1ents where differences 
uere roted, 25% Tere at t e . 05 L.vel of siLni-
ficance , uhile 75% uere at the 01 level uould 
in icatc a h.:.E:r PVel of sit;nificar.ce '>There differ-
ences exist het11een pas or- counselors of the 
I. az[rene church and t .e jur;; · of couru:: elor- train8rs . 
~ee p.27 for procedure follm-red. 
3. Since it seemed possible t1-at pc>.stor- counselors 
might be in lese agreement 1-Tith the jur;y on state-
ments re~erring to the doctrinal, moral, or etr~cal 
!,)osition of the church, and more in agreement on 
those reflecting the technique of the counsehng 
process, nine quest ·_ornaire statenents ~Jhicb vTCre 
definitely doctrinal, moral, or ethical in content 
were selected from the questionnaire. These state-
ments vJere : 
20, 21, 22, 23, 34, 36, 37, 39 . 
Statistically sigT1j_ficant differePces vrere noted on 
six of these statements, I·Jhile no sig11ificant diff-
ere!"'ces uere apparent on three . Of the remainder 
of t e questionnaire statements, differences v1ere 
found on eichteen statements, and no significant 
differences on t\-Jelve . It would appear, therefore, 
that in V1is study differences are found beti-Jeen 
pastor- counselors and the jury both in the area of 
the doctrinal, moral, and ethical position of the 
church, and in the technique of the counseling 
process . 
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TABLE 2 
LENGTH OF Tll-1E AS A CLLRGYHAN GROUP I 1-10 ThARS 
--
{~Statements Jury of Counselor Trainers Pastoral Counselors 
(1) 
l . ........ 
2 ••••••••• 
3 ..•..... ' ; 
4 . .. ' ..... 
5 . ........ 
6 ••••••..• 
7 •.•....•. 
8 ••..••... 
9 • ...... ' . 
10 . .... ' .. ' 
11. I I t I t I I. 
12 • •..•...• 
13 ••••••••• 
14 .. ....... 
15 ... ... ' .. 
16 . ........ 
17 ... .....• 
18 .. ....... 
19 . ........ 
20 •. ........ 
21 • • ·, .....• 
22 . •. ~ •.•.• 
23 . ......•• 
24 . ........ 
25 . .... . ... 
26 • ...... .• 
2 7 . •••.•••• 
2 8 . •..••••• 
29 . •......• 
30 .• . . ....• 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
1 . .......• 
2 • ' ••••.•• 
3 .•......• 
4 . ........ 
5 . ........ 
6 • •......• 
7 • .•.•..•• 
8 . •......• 
9' ......•• 
Agree 
(2) 
7 
7 
7 
-3 
0 
0 
1 
6 
2 
l 
0 
2 
1 
1 
6 
6 
7 
7 
0 
0 
l 
0 
0 
5 
0 
0. 
0 
l 
7 
0 
1 
7 
0 
0 
7 
0 
0 
0 
0 
Disagree Uncertain 
(3) (4) 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 4 
7 0 
7 0 
6 0 
l 0 
4 l 
6 0 
6 1 
5 0 
4 2 
4 2 
1 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
7 0 
7 0 
5 l 
7 0 
7 0 
1 l 
5 2 
5 2 
6 l 
4 2 
0 0 
7 0 
5 l 
0 0 
6 l 
7 0 
0 0 
7 0 
7 0 
6 l 
7 0 
Agree Disat,ree 
(5).1 (6)%_ 
55 97 1 1 
52 91 0 0 
46 81 6 10 
46 81 3 $. 
26 46 18 32 
2 4 45 79 
39 68 14 25 
56 98 0 0 
42 74 7 12 
35 61 11 19 
28 h9 20 35 
38 '67 8 14 
37 65 16 28 
32 56 18 32 
10 18 33 58 
53 93 0 0 
45 79 4 7 
41 72 9 16 
29 51 23 40 
33 58 16 28 
48 84 4 7 
25 44 23 40 
10 18 30 53 
46 81 4 7 
21 37 19 33 
14 25 31 54 
22 39 22 39 
44 77 a 7 
42 74 7 12 
20 35 23 40 
39 68 8 14 
37 65 9 16 
18 32 18 32 
31 54 17 30 
30 53 16 28 
7 12 4:3- 75 
8 14 36 6:3 
4-'7 82 9 16 
46 81 9 16 
.~ Iniicates di~ference at t he .05 l evel of significance . 
* Indicates difference at the .01 level of signifi cance. 
Uncertair: 
(7 ) % 
1 1 
4 7 
5 9 
8 14 
13 23 
10 18 
4 7 
1 2 
8 14 
11 19 
9 16 
10 18 
4 7 
7 12 
14 25 
4 7 
8 14 
7 12 
5 9 
5 9 
1 2 
6 11 
14 25 
4 7 
14 25 
9 16 
10 18 
6 11 
6 11 
12 21 
8 lh 
9 16 
19 33 
8 14 
lG 18 
6 11 
12 21 
1 2 
2 4 
* # 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
# 
# 
-!<-
# 
34 
TABLE 3 
LENGTH OF TU1E AS A CLERG YMA.N GROUP I I ll- YEARS 
··-
*Statements Jury of Counselor Trainers Pasto~al Counselors 
(1) 
1 . ........ 
2 • • • • • • • • • . 
3 • • • • • . . • • ; 
4 •••• .. ••• 
.5 ••••••••• 
6 •••••.•.• 
7 •.••.•••• 
8 • .... .... . 
9 • •••••••• 
10 .• ... .. • . 
11 .• •••.••• 
12 • .......• 
13 •. ....... 
14 .. ....... 
15 ... ...... 
16 . ....... ' 
17 . ..•.. ... 
18 ... ...... 
19 . ..... ... 
20 .. ... ..•• 
21 • ....•... 
22 . •. ~ ...•• 
23 . ...... .• 
24 •.•.•... • 
25 . .......• 
26 • .. ..... . 
2 7 ••••.•••• 
28 . ..... . .. 
29 . .......• 
30 . .......• 
31 . ........ 
32 ••.•...•. 
33 • ...••..• 
34 .•....... 
3 
3 
5 . .. ... ... 
6 t ••••••• • 
3 7 ••.•. ..•• 
38 .•.. ....• 
3 9 . . ......• 
Agree 
(2) 
7 
7 
7 
3 
0 
0 
1 
6 
2 
1 
0 
2 
1 
1 
6 
6 
7 
7 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
5 
0 
0 . 
0 
1 
7 
0 
1 
7 
0 
0 
7 
0 
0 
0 
0 
Disagree 
(3) 
0 
0 
0 
0 
7 
7 
6 
1 
4 
6 
6 
5 
4 
4 
1 
0 
0 
0 
7 
7 
5 
7 
7 
1 
5 
5 
6 
4 
0 
7 
5 
0 
6 
7 
0 
7 
7 
6 
7 
# Indicates difference at the 
Uncertain 
(4) 
0 
0 
0 
4 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
1 
0 
2 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
. ' 0 
1 
2 
2 
1 
2 
0 
0 
1 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
.o 5 level o 
Agree Disa~ree 
. - - . 
(5) '1, (6) $ . 
66 97 1 1 
64 94 1 1 
56 82 5 7 
. 60 88 3 4 
28 41 23 34 
2 3 53 78 
47 69 9 13 
68 100 0 0 
59 87 5 7 
52 76 9 13 
42 62 19 28 
58 85 6 9 
56 82 7 10 
48 71 11 16 
29 43 30 44 
67 99 0 0 
57 84 7 10 
44 65 16 24 
49 72 12 18 
54 79 9 13 
55 81 7 10 
41 60 17 25 
13 19 36 53 
55 81 4 6 
36 53 18 26 
17 ia5 33 49 
32 47 19 28 
49 72 7 10 
48 71 5 7 
26 38 25 37 
49 72 8 12 
44 65 9 13 
26 38 17 25 
46 68 15 22 
47 69 10 15 
17 25 38 56 
10 15 34 50 
54 79 8 12 
59 87 8 12 
si nifi'cance . 
* Indicates difference at the . 01 level of significance. 
Uncertain 
(7) ct. 
1 1 
3 4 
6 9 
5 7 
17 25 
13 19 
12 18 
0 0 
4 6 
7 10 
7 10 
3 4 
5 7 
8 12 
9 13 
1 1 
~ 6 12 
7 10 
1 1 
2 3 
5 7 
15 22 
5 7 
10 15 
14 21 
13 19 
8 12 
10 15 
11 16 
6 9 
10 15 
20 29 
2 3 
5 7 
8 12 
19 28 
6 9 
4 6 
35 
* # 
* 
* 
* -~ 
* 
* 
* # 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
# 
* 
# 
* 
* 
* 
36 
-
10 years 11 years an d tl.P_ 
Uo s:ie;nificant 1; 2:; J, 6, 8, 1 ' 17' 1, 2, 3, 6, 8, 16, 
1 ' 23, 24, 26, 29, 17' 18, 23 , 2L~, 26, d.i ference 30, · 32 , 33, 36, 37 29, 32, 35, 36, 37 
Sicnifi cant 5, 10, 12, 14, 22, 25, 5, 15, 27, 30, 33 
dLnference . 05 2'7 35 I' level 
Sirnificant 4, 7, 9, 11, 13; 15, 4, 7, 9, 10, 11, 12, 
d:.:.fference .01 19, 20, 21, 28, 31, 34 , 13, 1· , 19, 20, 21, 
level 38, 39 22 , 25, 28, 31, 34, 18 '39 
No significant di.fference v1as found between the jury and pastor 
counse ors of the r:azarene c urch who had served fron one to ten years on 
seventeen, or 44%, of t e quest ·.onnaire statements , while the jll!'"'J and 
pastor- counselors uho had served eleven years and over s hmred no signifi-
cant difference on sixteen, or 41% of the statements . 
Sigl'"'ifi cant difference was found beh;een the jury and pastor- co nselors 
havinc served one to ten years on tucnt - t•·m, or 56;~, of the questionnaire 
sta.temonts , vlhile the jury and pastor- colmselors vrho had s erved eleven 
:·ears and over sl::oT-Jed sic;nificant difference on t•~.:.mty-three , or 59;· , of 
t. e questionnaire statements . : ere significant difference ~~as found 
between the one to ten year group and the j UIJ• , eicht ·.1erc at the .05 
eve of siGnificance, and fourteen at the . 01 l pvel . I n the group of 
pastor- counselors vii th el even or nore years of experience, only five ·,rcre 
at t e .05 level of significance and eic-hteen a.t the . 01 le·vel. 
A comparison of the responses of the [roup of Nazarene clerg~lnen 
ivho had served from l - 10 years uith those havinc served eleven years 
or more in the ministry, usinr the before mentioned formula,l resulted 
in a of .052, or no statistically si g-nificant difference between the 
37 
groups in their relation to the jury of counselor-trainers . Thus it may 
be said that length of time as a clerg3~n i s not a factor affecting the 
responses of nazarene pastor-counselors in relation to the responses of 
the jury. 
VARIATIONS ~"liTHIN TIL. G OUPS 
On statements 30 and 33 the group of pastor- counselors 1dth 1 - 10 
years of e:h.-perience shoi·led no significant difference from the jury, 
vrhile the 11 year up group differed significantly. 
Conversely, on statement 35 tho l - 10 year group shm·18d a signifi-
cant difference from the jury while the ll year up group shm..red no signi-
ficant difference . 
'1 See Chapter III P• 28 . 
TABLE 4 38 
AGE OF CI..l..RGll·IAN 25-40 YEARS 
·-
*Statements Jury of Counselor Trainers Pasto~al Counselors 
Agree Disagree Uncertain Agree Disa0 ree 
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)% (6)% 
l . ........ 7 0 0 66 96 1 1 
2 • . • . • . • • • . 7 0 0 64 93 0 0 
3 . . . . . . . • • ; 7 0 0 61 88 4 6 
4 ••.••.••• 3 0 4 56 81 4 6 
5 . ........ 0 7 0 31 45 22 32 
6 . .••..... 0 7 0 3 4 55 80 
7 • ......•. 1 6 0 45 65 16 23 
8 • •.••••.. 6 1 0 68 99 0 0 
9 • ........ 2 4 1 52 75 8 12 
10 . •....... 1 6 0 44 64 14 20 
11 . ••.•.•..• 0 6 1 36 52 22 32 
12 t t t t t t t I I 2 5 0 47 68 10 14 
13 . ••....•. 1 4 2 46 67 18 26 14 .. ....... 1 4 2 37 54 20 29 15 .. ....... 6 1 0 D 19 39 57 
16 I t t II I I I I I 6 0 0 67 97 0 0 
17 •........ 7 0 0 53 77 8 12 
18. ·. ·, ...... 7 0 0 50 72 10 14 
19 . ........ 0 7 0 38 55 24 35 
20 •. .••..•• 0 7 0 45 65 17 25 
21 . .......• 1 5 1 59 86 6 9 
22 . • • ~ •.••• 0 7 0 35 51 24 35 
23 ... ,·.' •.• 0 7 0 10 14 39 57 24 . ........ 5 1 1 57 83 9 13 25 . .......• 0 5 2 29 42 19 28 
26. ,· ........ 0. 5 2 17 25 39 57 27 .. . · ........ 0 6 1 31 45 24 35 28 ... .... ,·. 1 4 2 55 80 5 7 29 • .......• 7 0 0 5 74 9 13 
30 t t t t t , · t t I 0 7 0 22 32 30 43 
31 . ......... 1 5 1 48 70 9 D 
32 ••...•... 7 0 0 47 68 9 13 33 • ••.•.• . • 0 6 1 21 30 19 28 34 .•. ...... 0 7 0 40 58 19 28 35 .• .•.. . .. 7 0 0 37 54 16 23 
36 . ........ 0 7 0 10 14 50 72 
3 7 ••.•.•..• 0 7 0 5 7 46 67 38 • •••••..• 0 6 1 54 78 10 14 39 .. ....... 0 7 0 58 84 9 13 
# Indicat es difference at t he .05 l evel of significance. 
* Indicates difference at the .01 l evel of s ignificance. 
·-Uncertain 
(7)% 
2 3 
5 ?-
4 6 
9 D 
16 23 
11 16 
8 12 
1 1 
9 13 
11 16 
11 16 
12 17 
5 7 
11 16 
17 25 
2 3 
8 12 
9 13 
7 10 
5 7 
1 1 
6 9 
18 26 
6 9 
19 28 
11 16 
12 17 
7 10 
6 9 
13 19 
9 13 
10 14 
25 36 
8 58 
13 19 
7 10 
16 23 
5 7 
1 1 
* # 
* 
* 
* ?~ 
# 
* 11--
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
# 
# 
* 
* 
* # 
* 
* 
') 
TABLE 5 
AGE OF CLERGYMAN 40-74 YEARS 
--
*Statements Jury of Counselor Trainers Pastoral Counselors 
Agree Disagree Uncertain Agree Disabree Unce rtain 
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)_1 (6)% (7) % 
1 . ........ 7 0 0 54 96 2 4 0 0 
2 •.••••••• 7 0 0 53 95 1 2 2· 4 
3 • . • • . . . • • ; 7 0 0 h2 75 7 13 6 11 
4 . .......• 3 0 4 50 89 2 4 4 7 
5 . ......•. 0 7 0 22 39 21 38 13 23 
6 ••••••••• 0 7 0 1 2 44 79 11 20 
7 • .......... 1 6 0 41 73 7 13 8 14 
8 t t t t t t t I I 6 1 0 56 100 0 0 0 0 
9 • .•••••.. 2 4 1 49 88 5 9 2 4 
10 .• ....••. 1 6 0 42 75 6 11 8 14 
11 ••. ..•••• 0 6 1 34 61 17 30 5 9 
12 . .......• 2 5 0 49 88 4 7 2 4 
13 • ........ 1 4 2 47 84 6 11 3 5 14 .. ....... 1 4 2 42 75 10 18 4 7 15 .. . ...... 6 1 0 26 46 22 39 8 14 
16 . ... ' ..•. 6 0 0 54 96 0 0 2 4 17 . ........ 7 0 0 49 88 3 5 4 7 18 .• ........ 7 0 0 35 63 14 25 7 13 
19 . ........ 0 7 0 41 73 10 18 5 9 
20 •. ..•..• • 0 7 0 42 75 8 14 1 2 
21 . ........ 1 5 1 44 79 5 9 2 4 
22 ... ~., •.• 0 7 0 31 55 16 29 4 7 
23' .......• 0 7 0 14 25 27 48 10 18 
24 . ........ 5 1 1 43 77 4 7 4 7 25 . ........ 0 5 2 28 50 17 30 6 11 
26 . ....... ' 0. 5 2 14 25 25 45 12 21 
2 7 ••••.•••• 0 6 1 25 45 15 27 11 20 
28 . .......• l 4 2 38 68 6 11 7 13 29 ... ....•• 7 0 0 39 70 3 5 10 18 30 . •......• 0 7 0 23 41 19 34 10 18 31 . ........ 1 5 1 40 71 8 14 4 7 32 ••......• 7 0 0 34 61 7 13 11 20 33 . .......• 0 6 1 2.5 45 15 27 12 21 34 . •......• 0 7 0 37 66 13 23 2 4 5" 3 ... .... ' •• 7 0 0 39 70 10 18 3 5 36',•fal.f f f f f f 0 7 0 14 25 31 55 7 13 
37.- •• · . .... "" ''' 0 7 0 12 21 26 46 13 23 
38.· t 1 ~. ' · · ••• 0 . 6 1 47 84 8 14 1 2 39 ... :; ....• o · 7 0 47 84 5 9 4 7 
'1 ,, Indicates difference at t he .05 level oi si nifi'cance . g 
* Indicates difference at the .01 level of significance . 
* # 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
# 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
# 
* 
# 
* II 
# 
* 
-~ 
* 
39 
40 
VARIABLE I I AGE OP CLERGTI~N 
25 40 - years 40 - 74 years 
No significant 1, 2, 3, 6, 8, 16, 17, 1, 2, 3, 6, 8, 16, 17, 18, 23 , 24, 26, 29, 23, 24, 26, 29, 35, 36, difference 20, 32, 33, 36, 37 37 
Sign·ifi cant 
14, 25, 2 7, 35 difference .05 5, 12, 5, 15, 18, 27, 30, 32, 
evel 33 
Significant 4, 7, 9, 10, 11, 13, 4, 7, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
difference . 01 15, 19, 20, 21, 22 , 14, 19, 20, 21, 22, 25, 
level 28, 31, 34, 38, 39 28, 31, 34, 38, 39 
No significant difference -.;ms found between the jury and pastor 
counselors of the Hazarene church who ~rrere between 25 and 40 years of age 
on seventeen, or 44%, of the questionnaire statements . The jl~ and 
pastor- colmselors aged 40 - 74 years sho.,.red no significant difference on 
fourteen, or 36%, of t e statements . 
Significant difference was found betw·een the jury and !>astor-counselors 
in t e younger age group on hmnty- tuo, or 56%, of the questionnaire state-
ments, vrhile the jury and pastor-counselors in the older age group shm-red 
a significant difference on tuenty-five , or 64%, of the state!llents . Where 
a significant difference was fou.."'"ld betueen the jury and the group of 
pastors aged 25 - 40 years, six statements were at the . 05 level of signi-
ficance, and sixteen at the . 01 l evel. A comparison betvmen the jury and 
t e pastor- counselors aged 40 - 74 years found seven at the .05 level of 
significance, and eighteen at the . 01 level . 
41 
A comparison of the responses of the group of Nazarene clergymen 
aged from 25 to 40 years vrith those 1-1ho were aged from 41 - 74 ;years 
2 
resulted in a i( of .474, or no significant difference betvreen the groups 
in their relation to the jury of counselor- trainers . Thus it may be said 
that age of the clergyman is not a factor affecting the responses of the 
pastor- counselors in relation to the responses of the jury. 
VARIAITONS tflTill.N THJ:!, GROUPS 
On statements 18, 30, 32, and 33, the pastor- counselors in the 
2.5 - 40 age group shm·md no significant difference in comparison vr.i.th the 
jury, while the 40 - 74 age group differed significantly from the jury. 
Conversely, on statement 35, the group of pastor- counselors aged 
25 - 40 differed significantly from the jury vrhile the 40 - 74 year group 
shmv-ed no significant difference . 
TABLE 6 
EXTENT OF EDUCATIONAL TRAINIID; BELOW COLLEGE LEVEL 
*Statements Jury of Counselor Trainers Pastoral Counselors 
Agree Disagree I Uncertain Agree Disat,ree Uncertain 
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) % (6) %. (7) % 
1 . ........ 7 0 0 47 98 1 2 0 0 
2 • . • • . • • • • . 7 0 0 41 85 1 2 6 13 3 . •. .•.•••• t ; 7 0 0 35 73 8 17 4 8 4 ••. · ... ' ••• 3 0 4 39 81 3 6 5 10 5 . ...... · ~. 0 7. 0 24 50 13 27 11 23 
6 ••••.•• t • 0 7 0 2 4 34 71 12 . 25 
7 • ........ 1 6 0 38 79 4 8 6 13 
8' ........ 6 1 0 48 100 0 0 0 . 0 
9 • •.•••••• 2 4 1 43 90 2 4 3 6 
10' ........ 1 6 0 37 77 4 8 7 .15 
11 ~ I I I I I I It 0 6 1 28 58 12 25 8 17 
12 . .•... · ..• 2 5 0 39 81 2 4 6 13 
13 • ..•. ·-... 1 4 2 43 90 2 4 3 6 14 ... ...... 1 4 2 36 75 7 15 4 8 15 .. ' ...... 6 1 0 21 44 19 40 8 17 
16 ... ....•. 6 0 0 44 92 0 0 4 8 17 •........ 7 0 0 38 79 6 13 4 8 
18 •. ....... 7 0 0 29 60 13 27 6 13 
19 . ........ 0 7 0 39 81 6 13 3 6 20 .. .••..•• 0 7 0 41 85 4 8 1 2 
21 . ........ 1 5 1 43 90 3 6 0 0 
22 . .. ~ ....• 0 7 0 32 67 9 19 4 8 
23 f •••••••• 0 7 0 10 21 24 50 12 25 24 ..••.•..•• 5 1 1 42 88 1 2 3 6 25 . ........ 0 5 2 27 56 13 27 6 13 26 . ........ 0. 5 2 10 21 23 48 13 27 27 t I I I t t I t • 0 6 1 21 44 13 27 12 25 2 8 • •...•.•• 1 4 2 37 77 4 8 5 10 29 . ........ 7 0 0 32 67 3 6 10 21 30 ..... ....• 0 7 0 20 42 16 33 8 17 31 . ...... .. 1 5 1 30 63 8 17 7 15 32 .•..•. ... 7 0 0 26 54 8 11 11 23 33 . .......• 0 6 1 20 42 12 25 13 27 34 •. ....... 0 7 0 34 71 8 17 2 4 35 . ........ 7 ' 0 0 31 65 9 19 4 8 36 . •......• 0 · 7 0 15 31 24 50 6 13 3 7 ••.•....• 0 7 0 11 23 21 44 13 27 38 ••••.••.• 0 6 1 41 85 4 8 3 6 39 . .. .. .... 0 7 0 41 85 3 6 3 6 
' ndicates difference at the .o level o si nificance. # I g 
* Indicates difference at the . 01 level of significance . 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* !I 
# 
* 
" ~· 
* 
jf: 
II 
* 
# 
* # 
# 
* 
* 
42 
TABLE 7 
EXTENT OF EDUCATIO L TRAINI 0 ; COI..LEGE D1GREE 
·-
-~~statements Jury of Counselor Trainers Pasto~al Counselors 
(1) 
l . ......... 
2 •• .••••••• 
3 • • • • • • • • • : 
4 ••. •.•••• 
5' .... ..•• 
6 . ........ 
7 • ...•..•. 
8 . ...•.... 
9 • •••••••• 
10 . ......•. 
11 • •..••••• 
12 . .......• 
13 . •....... 
14 (\ ........ 
15 ...... ... 
16 t e t o • t t t t 
17 . ........ 
18 0 •••• •••• 
19 ....... .. 
20 . •. .•..•• 
21 . •......• 
22 . •••..••• 
23 .. .. ....• • 
24 . . •. ..• . . 
25 . .......• 
26. c •••• ••• 
2 7 • •••••••• 
28 . ........ 
29 ••. ..•.•• 
30 .. . .....• 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
1 . .. ...... 
2 • •••••••• 
3 • . .•• ..•• 
4 . ........ 
5 . .... ~ ..• 
6 ••••••••• 
7 ••.•....• 
8 .• t •••••• 
9 ~ ......•• 
Agree Disagree 
{2) (3) 
7 0 
7 0 
7 0 
3 0 
0 7 
0 7 
1 6 
6 1 
2 4 
1 6 
0 6 
2 5 
1 4 
1 4 
6 1 
6 0 
7 0 
7 0 
0 7 
0 7 
1 5 
0 7 
0 7 
5 1 
0 5 
0 . 5 
0 6 
1 4 
7 0 
0 7 
1 5 
1 0 
0 6 
0 7 
7 0 
0 1 
0 7 
0 6 
0 7 
Uncertain Agree Disa0 ree 
(4) (5) % (6) % 
0 46 96 2 4 
0 47 98 0 0 
0 41 85 3 6 
4 39 81 3 6 
0 24 50 12 25 
0 l 2 39 81 
0 33 69 10 21 
0 47 98 0 0 
1 39 81 5 10 
0 33 69 10 21 
1 31 65 12 25 
0 39 81 5 10 
2 42 88 4 8 
2 36 75 8 17 
0 13 27 28 58 
0 47 98 0 0 
0 38 79 5 10 
0 37 77 7 15 
0 31 65 13 27 
0 35 73 9 19 
1 42 88 3 6 
0 25 52 18 38 
0 12 25 24 50 
1 38 79 5 10 
2 19 40 15 31 
2 15 31 27 56 
1 23 48 18 38 
2 37 77 3 6 
0 36 75 5 10 
0 21 44 16 33 
1 36 75 6 JJ 0 31 71 5 10 
1 17 35 11 23 
0 27 56 12 25 
0 29 60 l3 27 
0 7 15 33 69 
0 6 13 30 63 
1 ~1 85 4 8 
0 ~2 88 5 10 
J Indicates difference at the .o 5 level of si nifi'cance . g 
* Indicates difference at the . 01 level of significance. 
·-Uncertain 
(7) ~ 
0 0 
l 2 
4 8 
6 13 
12 25 
8 17 
5 10 
1 2 
4 8 
5 10 
5 10 
4 8 
2 4 
4 8 
7 15 
1 2 
5 10 
4 8 
4 6 
3 6 
2 4 
4 8 
11 23 
4 8 
13 27 
5 10 
6 13 
7 15 
4 8 
8 17 
3 6 
4 8 
17 35 
7 15 
4 8 
6 13 
10 21 
3 6 
1 2 
43 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
# 
# 
~~-
# 
* 
* il 
TABLE 8 
EXTENT OF EDUCATI ONAL TRAINIID ; SE.J."'I NARY OR GRADUATE DEGREE 
··-
*Statements Jury of Counselor Trainers Pastoral Counselors 
Agree Disagree Uncertain Agree Disa.;,ree Uncertain 
(1) 
1 .. ........ 
2 •••••• t • ' 
3 • • . • . . • • • : 
4 ••.....•• 
5 . ......•• 
6 ••••.•••• 
7 • .......• 
8 . •..•. .. . 
9 . ....•..• 
10 .. ....... 
11. ~ ......• 
12 0 0 ••••••• 
13 . ........ 
14 .. ....... 
15 ... ...... 
1 6 . .. ... ... 
17 . ........ 
18 a • • , • • • •, 
1 
2 
9 . ....•. . . 
0 . ... ...•• 
21 . .......• 
2 . 0 • ••• ••• 
3 ~ . Q •••••• 
4 .. 0 Q ••••• 
5. f • •••••• 
6 t) 0 ••••••• 
7. ~ ......• 
8 . •..••. ' • 
9 I • I I t I • I I 
0 . .....•.• 
1 . ........ 
2 • •••••.•• 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 ••••••••• 
4. !l ••••••• 
5 . .•.• "' ... 
6 . • .. ....• 
7. t ••••••• 
8 •• t •••••• 
9 . •.•.•.•• 
(2) (3) 
7 0 
7 0 
7 0 
3 0 
0 7 
0 7 
1 6 
6 1 
2 4 
1 6 
0 6 
2 5 
1 4 
1 4 
6 1 
6 0 
7 0 
7 0 
0 7 
0 7 
1 5 
0 7 
0 7 
5 1 
0 5 
0 . 5 
0 6 
1 4 
7 0 
0 7 
1 5 
7 0 
0 6 
0 7 
7 0 
0 7 
0 7 
0 6 
0 7 
II Indicates difference at the 
(4) 
0 
0 
0 
4 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
1 
0 
2 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
1 
2 
2 
1 
2 
0 
0 
1 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
.o l evel o 
(5) % (6) % 
26 93 0 0 
28 100 0 0 
27 96 0 0 
27 96 0 0 
5 18 18 64 
1 4 24 86 
14 50 9 32 
28 100 0 0 
18 64 5 18 
16 57 7 25 
10 36 14 50 
18 64 6 21 
8 29 17 61 
6 21 14 50 
7 25 12 
28 100 0 0 
26 93 0 0 
19 68 3 ll 
7 25 16 57 
ll 39 11 39 
17 61 5 18 
8 29 13 46 
2 7 17 61 
20 71 2 7 
12 43 8 29 
5 18 14 50 
10 36 9 32 
17 61 4 14 
20 71 4 14 
3 11 17 61 
21 75 2 7 
19 68 3 ll 
8 29 10 36 
~ 50 12 43 54 4 14 
2 7 23 82 
1 4 19 68 
~8 64 9 32 
D2 79 6 21 
si nif:lcance . g 
* Indicates difference at t he .01 level of significance . 
(7) % 
2 7 
0 0 
1 4 
1 4 
5 18 
3 11 
5 18 
0 0 
5 18 
5 18 
4 14 
4 14 
3 ll 
8 29 
9 32 
0 0 
2 7 
6 21 
5 18 
1 4 
1 4 
3 ll 
5 18 
2 7 
4 14 
5 18 
5 18 
3 11 
3 11 
7 25 
4 14 
4 14 
8 29 
1 4 
8 29 
2 7 
7 25 
1 4 
0 0 
* 
* # 
# 
* 
# 
# 
# 
# 
# 
* # 
* 
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VARIABlE III EA'"T:t.NT OF EDUCATION TRAINING 
Belm.; college College degree Grad . or seminar,y 
1, 2, 3, 6, 8, 16, 1, 2, 3, 6, 8, 1, 2, 3, 5' 6, 7' 8, 
No significant 17, 23, 24, 26, 16, 17' 18, 23, 12, 13, 14, 16, 17' 
difference 29, 35, 36, 37 24, 26, 29, 32, 18, 19, 22, 23, 24, 
33, 36, 37 26, 29, 30, 32, 33, 
36, 37 
Si gnificant 15, 18, 27 ' 30, 25, 27, 30, 35 10, 11, 20, 21, 25, 
difference .05 32, 33 27, 28, 35 
level 
4, 5, 7, 9, 10, 11, 4, 5, 7' 9, 10 
Significant 12, 13, 14, 19, 20, 11, 12, 13, 14, 4, 9, 15, 31, 34, 
difference .01 21, 22, 25, 28, 31, 15, 19, 20, 21, 38, 39 
l evel 34, 38, 39 22, 28, 31, 34, 
38, 39 
No significant difference 1-ras found between the jury and pastor 
counselors of the Nazarene church with educational training below college 
level on fourteen, or 36%, of the questionnaire statements . The ju~ and 
pastor-counselors with a college degree showed no significant difference 
on sixteen, or 41%, of the statements, while no signif icant difference was 
apparent between the jury and pastor counselors possessing a seminary or 
graduate degree on twenty-four, or 62%, of the statements . 
Significant difference was found between the jury and pastor-counselors 
with less than college training on twenty-five, or 64%, of the question-
naire statements, while the jury and pastor-counselors possessing a college 
46 
degree shoued significant difference on t -v1enty- three, or .5S7o, of the 
statements . Significant difference was evident bet <veen the jmc-y and 
pastor- counselors uith seminary or graduate degrees on fifteen, or 
38%, of the statements. Hhere significant differences \vere found be-
t -vmen the jury and the group of pastors without college training, sL--c 
statements viere at the . 0.5 l evel of significance, and nineteen at the 
. 01 level. A comparison of the jury and pastor-counselors ~vith a college 
degree found four at the . 0.5 l evel, and nineteen at the . 01 l evel, 
uhile the jury and those pastor- counselors possessing a seminary or 
graduate degree had significant difference on eight statements at the 
. 0.5 level, and only seven at the . 01 level . 
A comparison of the responses of the group of Nazarene clergymen 
-vrhose educational training -vms belm,T college level, and those possess -
ing a colle re degree resulted in a ~ of .199, or no significant diff-
crence . A comparison betueen t h ose >-Tith educational training belovr 
college level, and those \Qth a seminary or r raduate degree resulted in 
2 
a '?C of ) . 124, significant at tho . 0.5 level, while those -v1ith college 
degrees ~rhen compared -vlith those ·,lith seminary or g raduate degrees pro-
duced a~ of 3. 279, of no significance . 
ThuB it may be said that semina~J or graduate training tended 
to increase significantly the degree of agreement between 
/ 
Nazarene clergymen and the jury of counselor- trainers as compar ed to 
cle r gymen ~orith l ess than college t raining . 
Vfu.Lf.IATIONS viiTHIN THl-. GROUPS 
Significant difference bet-vreen the jury and pastor -counselors with 
beloH collere t raining, and those wit h a college degree , was found on 
statement s 5, 7, 12, 13, 14, 19, and 22 . On these statements there was 
no s ignificant difference betvieen t he jury and pastor-counselors with 
s eminary or graduate degrees . 
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On statement 18 the j ur;y and r espondents with l ess than college de-
gr ees 1-fere significantly different in their r esponses , whil e there was no 
significant difference bet1-reen t he othe r two groups and the jury . 
TABLE 9 
FOID-TAL TRAINING IN COVNSELING i NONE 
{~Statements Jury of Counselor Trainers Pasto~al Counselors 
Agree Disagree · Uncertain Agree Disa; ree Uncertain 
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) % (6) % (7) % 
l . .. ....•. 7 0 0 77 95 3 4 1 1 
2 •.•... t •• 7 0 0 74 91 1 1 6 7 3 . . • • • • • • • : 7 0 0 66 81 8 10 6 7 4 . ........ 3 0 4 66 81 3 4 12 15 5 . .•••.••• 0 1 0 39 48 23 28 19 23 6 • •••....• 0 7 0 2 2 63 78 16 20 7 • ......•. 1 6 0 59 73 12 15 10 12 8 . •..•.•.. 6 1 0 81 100 0 0 0 0 9 • .•..•..• 2 4 1 68 84 5 6 8 10 10 . ........ 1 6 0 59 73 11 14 ll 14 11 .••• ••••• 0 6 1 50 62 18 22. 13 16 12 . ......... 2 5 0 43 78 5 6 12 15 13 • ..•...•. 1 4 2 68 84 5 6 8 10 14 .. ....... 1 4 2 58 72 12 15 10 12 15 ... ...... 6 1 0 25 31 44 54 12 15 16 ... ...... 6 0 0 78 96 0 0 3 4 17 . .. . ..... 7 0 0 66 81 7 9 8 10 18 0 •• •••• •• 7 0 0 55 68 15 19 ll 14 19 . ...... .. 0 7 0 59 73 13 16 9 11 20 I I t I t I I I I 0 7 0 61 75 12 15 4 5 21 . .......• 1 5 1 70 86 5 6 1 1 
22. $ ••••••• 0 7 0 46 57 23 28 7 9 23. 0 ••• • ••• 0 7 0 15- 19 42 52 20 25 24 .• •....•• 5 1 1 66 81 4 5 7 9 25 Cl •••••••• 0 5 2 35 43 26 32 16 20 26 0 •••••••• 0 . 5 2 16 20 42 52 19 23 
2 7 t 1 t t t I I I t 0 6 1 36 44 24 30 17 21 28 . ........ ' 1 4 2 61 75 6 7 10 12 29 .. ......• 7 0 0 61 75 7 9 9 11 30 .. s •••••• 0 7 0 36 44 25 31 15 19 31 . ........ 1 5 1 56 69 11 14 10 12 32 • . ...•..• 7 0 0 53 65 13 16 12 15 33 • ...••••• 0 6 1 31 38 20 25 27 33 34 . ........ 0 7 0 57 70 13 16 8 10 35 . . . ...... 7 0 0 41 51 22 27 14 17 36 . .......• 0 7 0 13 16 53 65· 12 15 3 7 • .....•.• 0 7 0 12 15 45 56 21 26 38 . ....•..• 0 6 1 67 83 8 10 6 7 3 9 • ... ..... 0 7 0 68 84 8 10 4 5 
'l e e t e 0 r Indlcates differ nc a th • 5 level of' si nific nee . g a 
* I ndi cates difference at the . 01 level of significance . 
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* # 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
II 
# 
* 
# 
'< "), 
* 
TABlE 10 
FORMAL TRAINDri I N COUNSE.LING; SOME 
*Statements Jury of Counselor Trainers Pastoral Counselors 
·-Agree Disagree Uncertain Agree Disa0 ree Uncertain 
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)% (6)% (7) % 
1 . .......... 7 o· 0 44 100 0 0 0 0 
2 •.•••.••• 7 0 0 43 98 0 0 1 2 
3 . . ... ...... . 7 0 0 37 84 3 7 4 9 4 . ........ 3 0 4 40 91 3 7 1 2 5 . •.....•. 0 7 0 15 34 20 45 9 20 6 • •••..•.• 0 7 0 2 5 36 82 6 14 7 • ..•....• 1 6 0 27 61 11 25 6 14 8 • ...• •... 6 1 0 43 98 0 0 1 2 9 . ........ 2 4 1 34 77 6 14 4 9 10 . ......•. 1 6 0 30 68 9 20 5 11 11 . •••••••• 0 6 1 20 45 20 45 4 9 12 . ... .. •.• 2 5 0 33 75 9 20 2 5 13 c ••••• ~ •• 1 4 2 25 57 19 43 0 0 14" ' ......• 1 4 2 21 48 17 39 6 14 15 0 • • •••••• 6 1 0 15 34 17 39 12 27 16 .. . ' ..... 6 0 0 43 98 0 0 1 2 17 . .. ... ... 7 0 0 36 82 4 9 4 9 18 0 •••••••• 7 0 0 30 68 9 20 5 11 19 . ..... .. • 0 7 0 19 43 22 50 3 7 20 . ...•...• 0 7 0 25 57 14 32 1 2 
21 fl ••••• • •• 1 5 1 32 73 7 16 2 5 
22 t o t t t t I t I 0 7 0 21 48 17 39 3 7 23 • ......•• 0 7 0 8 18 26 60 7 16 24 . .. ~ . .... 5 1 1 33 75 4 9 4 9 25 . .. ..... Q 0 5 2 22 50 9 20 10 23 
26, e ~ t • • • t 1 0 . 5 2 15 34 22 50 4 9 27 . ...... .• 0 6 1 20 4.5 15 34 6 14 28 . ........ 1 4 2 31 70 6 14 4 9 29. 0 ••••••• 7 0 0 29 66 5 11 7 16 30 .. 0 ••••• • 0 7 0 9 20 23 52 9 20 31 . . ....... 1 5 1 31 70 5 11 5 11 32 . ........ 7 0 0 29 66 4 9 7 16 33 . .......• 0 6 1 15 34 14 32 10 23 34 .. ....... 0 7 0 20 45 19 43 2 5 35 . ........ 7 0 0 35 80 4 9 2 5 36 . ....... ' 0 7 0 11 25 28 64 2 5 3 7 • • • . ••••• 0 7 0 5 11 27 61 9 20 38 .. ......• 0 6 1 33 75 10 23 1 2 
39 .. .. .. ' .. 0 7 0 36 82 6 14 2 5 
# Indicat s e difference at the .o level o si niftcance . g 
* Indicates difference at the . 01 l evel of significance. 
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* 
* 
* # 
* # 
# 
* 
* # 
* 
# 
* 
* 
# 
* 
* 
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VARI LE IV FORNAL TRAINING IH COUIJS1LING 
None Some 
No sicnificant 1, 2, 3, 6, 8, 16, 17, 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 8, 14, 
difference 18, 23 , 24, 26, 29, 16, 17, 18, 23, 24, 32, 36, 37 26, 29, 30, 32, 33, 
35, 36, 37 
Significant 5, 25 , 27, 30, 33 11, 13, 19, 22, 27, 
difference . 05 34 
level 
S i g11ifi cant 4, 7, 9, 10, 11, 12, 4, 7, 9, 10, 12, 15, 13, 14, 15, 19, 20, 20, 21, 25, 28, 31, difference . 01 21, 22, 28, 31, 34, 38, 39 level 35, 38, 39 
No significant difference uas found between the jury and pastor 
counselors of the Nazarene church Hith no formal training in counseling 
on fifteen, or 38%, of the questionnaire statements . The jury and pastor 
counselors ~nth some f ormal training in counseling showed no significant 
difference on t1-1enty, or 51%, of t he statements . 
Significant differ ence vras found bet~reen the jury and pastor-coun-
selors uith no formal training in counseling on t~-renty-four, or 61%, of 
the statements, while the jury and respondents with some formal training 
in counseling showed significant difference on nineteen, or 48%, of the 
statements . vlhere significant difference was found between the j~J and 
pastor- counselors having no training in the field, five statements vlere 
at the .05 level of significance, while nineteen were at the . 01 level . 
A comparison between the jury and respondents having some formal training 
in counseling found six statements at the .05 level, ivhile only thirteen 
were at the . 01 level of significance . 
A comparison of the responses of the group of Nazarene clerg-ymen 
with no formal training in counseling <nth those indicating some formal 
training in counseling resulted in a~ of 1. 611, or no statistically 
significant difference between the groups in their relation to the jury 
of counselor trainers . Thus it may be said that formal training in coun-
seling ( as interpreted by the clergymen) Has not a factor affecting the 
responses of the pastor counselors in relation to the responses of the 
jury. 
VARIATIONS WTIHIN THE GROUPS 
Significant difference between the pastor- counselors with no formal 
training in counseling and the jury, was found on statements 5, 30, and 
33 . On these statements the pastor- counselors lvith some training in the 
field shmmd no significant difference from the jury. 
The group with no formal training differ ed from the jury on state-
ments 14 and 35, while those with some formal training showed no signi-
ficant difference . 
Boston University 
School of Education 
Library 
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T. IE 11 
MEr>1BE.RSHIP OF CLERGYHAN 1S CHURCH; 0-75 
*Statements Jury of Counselor Trainers Pastoral Counselors 
Agree Disagree Uncertain Agree Disa~ree Uncertain 
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) % (6)% (7) cg 
1 . .... ..... 7 0 0 82 98 1 1 1 1 
2 • .•...••• 7 0 0 76 90 1 1 7 8 
3 . . . . • . . • • . 7 0 0 68 81 9 11 7 8 4 I I I I I I I I t 3 0 4 69 82 5 6 10 12 5. 0 ••••••• 0 7 0 38 45 24 29 22 26 
6 . .••....• 0 7 0 3 4 66 79 15 18 
7 •......•. 1 6 0 60 71 16 19 8 10 
8 . ...•.... 6 1 0 8:3 99 0 0 1 1 
9 • ..••••.• 2 4 1 66 79 10 12 8 10 
10 . .... ' ... 1 6 0 57 68 12 14 15 18 
11 . .......• 0 6 1 44 52 25 30 15 18 
12 . .......• 2 5 0 62 74 10 12 12 14 13 . ........ 1 4 2 60 71 19 23 5 6 14 .. ....... 1 4 2 54 64 19 23 10 12 
15" •. •••••• 6 1 0 24 29 41 49 19 23 16 . .. c ••••• 6 0 0 8E> 95 0 0 4 5 17 . ........ 7 0 0 66 79 8 10 10 12 
18 Q •••••••• 7 0 0 56 67 16 19 12 14 19 ... ~ ..... 0 7 0 50 60 25 30 9 11 
20 . ......•• 0 7 0 58 69 16 19 6 7 
21 . .. ' ....• 1 5 1 71 85 5 6 4 5 22. 0 ••••••• 0 7 0 44 52 27 32 9 11 
23" • 0 •••••• 0 7 0 17 20 43 51 21 25 24 .. 6 •••• •• 5 1 1 69 82 5 6 7 8 2.5 . .•....•• 0 5 2 34 40 29 35 18 21 26 fJ. c •••••• 0 . 5 2 17 20 45 54 19 23 27 . .......• 0 6 1 33 39 27 32 21 25 28 . ....•... 1 4 2 62 74 8 10 11 13 29 I I I I I t I I t 7 0 0 59 70 9 11 12 14 30 . .......• 0 1 0 28 33 33 39 17 20 31 . ........ 1 5 1 59 70 12 14 8 10 32 . ......•. 7 0 0 53 63 11 13 15 18 33 I I I II I I I t t 0 6 1 32 38 18 21 28 33 34 It I I I I I It 0 7 0 51 61 21 25 8 10 35 .... ..... 7 0 0 46 55 20 24 13 15 36 . ....... • 0 7 0 14 17 55 65 11 13 3 7 • ••••.••• 0 7 0 13 15 46 55 21 25 38 . ........ 0 6 1 68 81 14 17 2 2 3 9 . .......• 0 7 0 68 81 10 12 5 6 
# I ndicat es diff erence at t he .0 5 l evel of s i nificance . g 
* Indicat es difference at the .01 l evel of signif icance . 
* # 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
# 
# 
* 
* # 
# 
* # 
* 
* 
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TABLE 12 
I-1D1BERSHIP OF CLERGYHAN1 S CHURCH; 76-150 
.~ 
{~Statements Jury of Counselor Trainers Pastoral Counselors 
Agree Disa~ree Uncertain Agree Disacree Uncertain 
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) % (6) % (7) % 
l . ...... .. 7 0 0 27 96 1 4 0 0 
2 ••••••••• 7 0 0 28 100 0 0 0 0 
3 . • . . • . . . • : 7 0 0 23 82 2 7 2 7 4 . ........ 3 0 4 26 93 0 0 2 7 5. (. ... ..•• 0 7 0 10 36 14 50 4 14 
6 ••••••••• 0 7 0 0 0 23 82 5 18 
7 • ......•. 1 6 0 17 61 6 21 5 18 
8 . .•.••.•. 6 1 0 28 100 0 0 0 0 
9 • ....•... 2 4 1 26 93 0 0 2 7 
10 . ........ 1 6 0 19 68 7 25 2 7 
11 . .......• 0 6 1 18 64 10 36 0 0 
12 . .....•.• 2 5 0 22 79 4 14 1 4 
13 I) • 0 ••••• • 1 4 2 22 79 5 18 1 4 14 .. .. . . ' .. 1 4 2 18 64 8 29 4 14 15 ... ...... 6 1 0 12 43 12 43 4 14 
16 ... c ••••• 6 0 0 28 100 0 0 0 0 
17" . •• . •.•• 7 0 0 25 89 2 7 1 4 
l8 o o • • t • , , , 7 0 0 20 71 5 18 3 11 
19 . .. b ••••• 0 7 0 18 64 8 28 2 7 
20 . ......•• 0 7 0 20 71 6 21 0 0 
21 ~ ......•• 1 5 1 23 82 3 11 0 0 
22. 0 • •••••• 0 7 0 13 46 10 36 3 11 
23 ••• •••• •• 0 7 0 5 18 16 57 5 18 
24 •. & •••••• 5 1 1 21 75 2 7 3 11 
25 .. ....... 0 5 2 17 61 4 14 5 18 
26. t ••••••• 0. 5 2 8 29 15 54 3 11 
2 7 . .......• 0 6 1 16 57 9 32 1 4 
2 8 . ....•..• 1 4 2 23 82 2 7 1 4 
29 . .. .....• 7 0 0 21 75 2 7 3 11 
30 . .......• 0 7 0 10 36 11 39 6 21 
31 . ........ 1 5 1 18 64 3 11 6 21 
32 .• ....... 7 0 0 20 71 3 11 4 14 
3 3 . ... tl •••• 0 6 1 8 29 11 39 8 28 
34 . •.. ..••. 0 7 0 16 57 10 36 1 4 35 . . ....... 7 0 0 22 79 3 11 2 7 
6' •••••••• 0 7 0 6 21 18 64 3 11 3 
3 7 • •.••...• 0 7 0 2 7 17 61 8 28 
38 . fl ••••••• 0 6 1 23 82 2 7 3 11 3 9 . .....•.• 0 7 0 26 93 2 7 0 0 
# I ndicates difference at the .05 l evel of si nifica nce . 
* I ndicates difference at the . 01 level of significance. 
* # 
# 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* # 
* 
* 
* # 
* 
* 
* 
# 
* 
* 
* 
* 
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TABLE 13 
MEMBERSHIP OF CLLRGYMAN 1S CHURCH; 150-UP 
.-~ 
*Statements Jury of Counselor Trainers Pastoral Counselors 
Agree Disagree Uncertain Agree Disa;;,ree Uncertain 
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) ct (6) % (7) % 
1 . ........ 7 0 0 92 92 0 0 1 8 
2 ••••••••• 7 0 0 P.oo 100 0 0 0 0 
3 . . . . . . . . • : 7 0 0 92 92 0 0 1 8 4 . ........ 3 0 4 85 85 1 8 1 8 
* 5 . ..•..••• 0 7 0 38 38 6 46 2 15 # 6 •••••••.• 0 7 0 8 8 10 77 2 15 
7 • ......•. 1 6 0 69 69 1 8 3 23 
* 8 . ..•.•.•. 6 1 0 ~00 13 0 0 0 0 
9 . ...••... 2 4 1 69 69 2 15 2 15 # 
10 . ......•. 1 6 0 92 92 1 8 0 0 
* 11 ... .....• 0 6 1 62 62 4 31 1 8 
* 12 . .......• 2 5 0 92 92 0 0 1 8 
* 13 • ........ 1 4 2 85 85 0 0 2 15 
* 14 .. ....... 1 4 2 69 69 2 15 2 15 
* 15 .. . . . . ... 6 1 0 31 31 8 62 1 8 
* 16 . ........ 6 0 0 ~00 100 0 0 0 0 
17 . ........ 7 0 0 85 85 1 8 1 8 
18o • • • t • • • t 7 0 0 69 69 2 15 2 15 
19 . .. 0 ••••• 0 7 0 77 77 1 8 2 15 ... ,~ 
20 .. .....•• 0 7 0 69 69 2 15 0 0 ,~ 
21 • ...••..• 1 5 1 69 69 2 15 0 0 1 1~ 
22 ••••••••• 0 7 0 69 69 2 15 0 0 ~* 
23 . .......• 0 7 0 8 8 8 62 2 15 
24 .. 6 •••••• 5 1 1 77 77 1 8 0 0 
25 . ........ 0 5 2 46 46 3 23 2 15 !L 
26 . ........ 0. 5 2 46 46 4 31 1 8 ~~ 
27 . .......• 0 6 1 46 46 4 31 1 8 i¥ 
28 . ......•. 1 4 2 62 62 1 8 2 15 ~~ 29 •.. ..•.•• 7 0 0 ~& ~& 2 15 1 8 30 . .......• 0 7 0 4 31 1 8 
* 31 . .. & ••••• 1 5 1 92 92 0 0 0 0 
* 32 . .......• 7 0 0 69 69 2 15 1 8 33 .•... ... • 0 6 1 46 46 4 31 2 15 ~ 34 .. ....•. • 0 7 0 77 77 1 8 1 8 35 . ........ 7 0 0 62 62 3 23 1 8 VI 36 . .......• 0 7 0 ~1 31 8 62 0 0 
3 7 • ..... . .• 0 7 0 ~f 15 8 62 2 15 38 ••. .....• 0 6 1 ~~ 85 1 8 1 8 l(-39 . ........ 0 7 0 85 1 8 1 8 Ill-
# Indicates difference at the .05 l evel of significance . 
* Indicates difference at the . 01 level of significance. 
55 
V.fu'liA.BLE V .MEr1BERS~IT.P OF CL:......"Ii.GYH.AN 1 S CHURCH 
...._ 
0 - 75 76 - 150 151 - up 
1, 2, 3, 6, 8, 16, 1, 2, 3, 6, 8, 16, 1, 2, 3, 6, 8, 
No significant 17' 18, 23, 24, 26, 17' 18, 23, 24, 26, 16, 17' 18, 23, 
difference 29, 30, 36, 37 29, 32, 33, 36, 37 24, 29, 32, 36, 
37 
. 
Significant 5, 25, 27' 32 , 33, 5, 7, 15, 22, 30 5, 9, 25, 26, 
difference . 05 35 27, 33, 35 
level 
Significant 4, 7, 9, 10, 11, 12 4, 9' 10, 11, 12, 4, 7, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 19, 20, 13, 14, 19, 20, 12, 13, 14, 15, difference . 01 21, 22 , 28, 31, 34, 21, 25, 27, 28, 19, 20, 21, 22 , level 38, 39 31, 34, 35, 38, 28, 30, 31, 34, 
39 38, 39 
No significant difference Has found bet1-1een the jury and pastor 
counselors of t he Nazarene church uhose church membership was betvTeen 0 
and 75 on fifteen, or 38%, of the questionnaire statements . The jury and 
pastor-counselors whose church membership totalled beb-Teen 76-150 showed 
no significant difference on sixteen, or 41%, of the statements, while no 
significant difference was a l)parent between t ~1e jury and pastors of 
churches crith over 150 membership on fourteen, or 36%, of the statements . 
Significant difference was found between the jury and pastors of 
churches Hith 0- 75 membership on brenty- four, or 62%, of the question-
naire statements . Those pastorinr churches with from 76-150 members 
showed significant difference on twenty- three, or 59%, of the statements, 
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while pastors of churches 1iith membership of over 151 differed significantly 
from the jury on twenty- five , or 61+tcs , of the statements . 1!here signifi-
cant difference was evident between the jury and pastors of churches in the 
0- 75 membership category, six statements v1ere at the . 05 l evel of signifi-
cance , 1-1hile eighteen Here at the .01 l evel . BetvTeen the jury and pastors 
of churches ui th from 76- 150 members , five statements uere at the . 05 level, 
and eighteen at the . 01 level, I·Thile the jury and the respondents 1iith more 
than 150 members in their parish found seven statements at the .05 level of 
significance and ei chteen at the . 01 level. 
A comparison of the responses of the group of Nazarene clergymen 
pastoring churches with memberships of from 0- 75, and those ~·Those church 
membership uas from 76-150 resulted in a -K of . 088, or no significant 
difference . A comparison of those pastoring churches with memberships of 
from 0- 75, and those -vrhose church membership vias 151 and higher resulted 
in a ~ of . 029, again no significant difference, while Nazarene clergy-
men 1-1hose church membership 1-1as from 76- 150 when compared with those whose 
membership ;.Tas 151 and over produced a "'i of . 133, again no significant 
difference . 
It may be said, therefore, that the membership of the church ~Thich the 
cler g;yman pastors is not a factor affecting the responses of l'azarene 
clergymen in relation to the responses of the jury of counselor - trainers . 
VARIATIONS 1- 'rHIN T.flli GROUPS 
Significant difference bet<·Teen the jury and pastors of churches in 
the 150 and over group vras found on statement 26, uhil e no significant 
difference ivas found betvreen the jury and the other tivo groups . Statement 
57 
32 shmved a significant difference between the jury and the pastors of 
churches with from 0- 75 members . There Has no significant difference be-
tvmen the jury and the other t vto groups on this statement . No significant 
dif ference was found bet ween the jury and pastors of churches -vrith member-
ships from 0- 75 on statement 30 . On t,_is statement the jury and pastors 
in the 75-150 and 150 and over categories differed significantly from the 
jury. Both pastors of churches at the 0- 75 and 150 plus figures differed 
from the jury on statement s 33 and 35, while there was no significant 
di fference betreen pastors of churches 1-Tith f rom 76-150 members and the 
jury. 
TABIE 14 
LOCATI ON OF CLERG TIIAN 1 S CHURCH; URBAN 
~~Statements Jury of Counselor Trainers Pasto~a1 Counselors 
(1) 
1 . ..... .• . 
2 • .•... •• • 
3 . . . . • . . . • ; 
4 . •....••• 
5 . ...... ·•. 
6 •••••••.• 
7 •••..•••• 
8 . ...•.... 
9 • .••••••• 
10 . ...... • . 
11 . ••.•..•• 
12 ....... .• 
13 t •••••••• 
14 ... ...... 
15 ... ...... 
16 . ........ 
17 . ..... . .. 
18 f" •••••••• 
19 . ........ 
20 .. .....•• 
21 . •.....•• 
22 t II t t t t I f t 
23 • ••.••.•• 
24 .. 6 •••••• 
25 . ........ 
26 0 fl ••••••• 
2 7. :1 •••••• • 
2 8 . •.•••••• 
29 . .. 4 ••••• 
30 . .......• 
1. ~ ....... 
32 • ......... 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 ........• 
4 . •..... . . 
5 . .... 0 ••• 
6 . •......• 
7 . .......• 
8 • ••••••.• 
9 •••....•• 
Agree Disagree 
(2) (3) 
7 0 
7 0 
7 0 
3 0 
0 7 
0 7 
1 6 
6 1 
2 4 
1 6 
0 6 
2 5 
1 4 
1 4 
6 1 
6 0 
7 0 
7 0 
0 7 
0 7 
1 5 
0 7 
0 7 
5 1 
0 5 
0 . 5 
0 6 
1 4 
7 0 
0 7 
1 5 
7 0 
0 6 
0 7 
7 0 
0 7 
0 7 
0 6 
0 7 
' Uncertain Agree Disa.;,ree 
(4) (5) % (6) % 
0 67 97 0 0 
0 64 93 1 1 
0 56 81 7 10 
4 60 87 2 3 
0 27 39 30 43 
0 1 1 58 84 
0 49 71 12 17 
0 69 100 0 0 
1 61 88 3 4 
0 46 67 12 17 
1 42 61 20 29 
0 54 78 10 14 
2 54 78 10 14 
2 43 62 16 23 
0 23 33 35 51 
0 66 96 0 0 
0 55 80 9 13 
0 46 67 16 23 
0 45 65 21 30 
0 52 75 14 20 
1 59 86 6 9 
0 37 54 24 35 
.. 0 14 20 41 59 
1 58 84 5 7 
2 35 51 19 28 
2 15 22 41 59 
1 32 46 23 33 
2 5 7 8 12 
0 52 75 7 10 
0 24 35 31 45 
1 51 74 10 14 
0 46 67 9 13 
1 26 38 19 28 
0 43 62 19 28 
0 45 65 13 19 
0 8 12 51 74 
0 10 14 40 58 
1 57 83 8 12 
0 61 88 5 7 
# Indicates difference at the .05 level of significance. 
* Indicates difference at the .01 level of s ignificance. 
Uncertain 
(7) % 
2 3 
4 6 
5 7 
7 10 
12 17 
10 14 
8 12 
0 0 
5 7 
ll 16 
7 10 
5 7 
5 7 
9 13 
ll 16 
3 4 
5 7 
7 10 
3 4 
2 3 
2 3 
6 9 
13 19 
5 7 
14 20 
12 17 
13 19 
9 13 
8 12 
11 16 
5 7 
12 17 
21 30 
5 7 
8 12 
8 12 
17 25 
4 6 
3 4 
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* # 
* 
* 
* 
* ~-
* 
* -~ 
?!-
* 
* ?~ 
i~ 
T~ 
~· 
~ 
* 
* 
TABLE 15 
LOCATION OF CLI:illGYl'1AN 1S CHURCH; SUBURBAN 
··-
-!~Statements Jury of Counselor Trainers Pasto~al Counselors 
Agree Disagree ' Uncertain Agree Disa.;,ree Uncertain 
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)% (6)% (7) ~ 
l . ........ 7 0 0 34 97 1 3 0 0 
2 • .••..••• 7 0 0 34 97 0 0 1 3 3 . . . . . . . . . : 7 0 0 28 80 4 11 3 9 4 t I I I I I I t t 3 0 4 30 86 2 6 3 9 5 . ......•. 0 7 0 16 46 10 29 9 26 6 ••••••••• 0 7 0 2 6 25 71 8 23 
7 •••.••••• 1 6 0 25 71 5 14 5 14 8 • ...•••.. 6 1 0 34 97 0 0 1 3 9 t I t t I I t t I 2 4 1 25 71 5 14 5 14 10 . ........ 1 6 0 27 77 5 14 3 9 11 .• .••.••• 0 6 1 19 54 12 34 4 11 12 . .......• 2 5 0 29 83 1 3 4 11 
13 •. t •••••• 1 4 2 28 80 5 14 2 6 14 . ........ 1 4 2 23 66 8 23 4 11 15 . ........ 6 1 0 12 34 16 46 7 20 16 ... ...... 6 0 0 34 97 0 0 1 3 17 .. q., •••• 7 0 0 29 83 2 6 4 11 18 0 • ••••••• 7 0 0 26 74 5 14 4 11 19 .... . .... 0 7 0 25 71 7 20 3 9 
20 . . . ' ...•• 0 7 0 23 66 5 J.h 2 6 21 • .......• 1 5 1 28 80 2 6 1 3 
22. 0 ••••••• 0 7 0 19 54 10 29 2 6 23 . .......• 0 7 0 5 J.h 13 37 13 37 24 .. 6 •••••• 5 1 1 27 77 2 6 2 6 25 0 •••• •••• 0 5 2 16 46 9 26 6 17 26 . ........ 0. 5 2 11 31 12 34 8- 23 27 ••e•• ~• •• 0 6 1 16 46 9 26 6 17 2 8 . •..••.•• 1 4 2 27 77 2 6 2 6 29 . ........ 7 0 0 22 63 3 9 5 14 30 . .. . ....• 0 7 0 16 46 7 20 8 23 31 . ........ 1 5 1 22 63 J 9 6 17 32 • ......•. 7 0 0 20 57 5 14 5 14 33 • .•••..•• 0 6 1 16 46 7 20 7 20 34 . •....... 0 7 0 21 60 7 20 3 9 35 . ........ 7 0 0 20 57 7 20 4 11 
36 . ........ 0 7 0 8 23 19 54 4 11 
3 7 . ..... ..• 0 7 0 4 11 17 49 10 29 
38 ... ...... 0 6 1 129 83 4 11 2 6 
39 . ...... .. 0 7 0 ~9 83 4 11 2 6 
# Indicates dif ference at the .05 level of significance. 
* Indicates dif ference at the .e1 l evel of significance. 
* # 
* 
. 
# 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
. # 
ll 
i:· 
# 
# 
.;~ 
* 
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TABLE 16 
LOCAT:LON OF CLwRGTI NIS CHURCH; RURAL 
·-
-)~Statements Jury of Counselor Trainers Pasto~al Counselors 
Agree Disagree Uncertain Agree Disaoree Uncertain 
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) % (6) % (7) % 
1 . ........ 7 0 0 21 100 0 0 0 0 
2 ••••••••• 7 0 0 19 90 0 0 2 10 3 .•. Cl ••••• : 7 0 0 19 90 0 0 2 10 4 . ........ 3 0 4 16 76 2 10 5 14 5. 0 ••••••• 0 1 0 10 48 4 19 7 33 6 ••••••••• 0 7 0 1 5 16 76 4 19 7 • •••••.•• 1 6 0 12 57 6 29 3 14 8 . ....•... 6 1 0 21 100 0 0 0 0 9 . ....•..• 2 4 1 15 71 4 19 2 10 
10 . ......•. 1 6 0 15 71 4 19 2 10 
11 .• •.•.•. ' 0 6 1 9 43 7 33 5 24 12 . ......•• 2 5 0 13 62 3 14 5 24 13 . ........ 1 4 2 11 52 9 43 1 5 14 .. .. ' .... 1 4 2 13 62 5 24 3 14 15 . ........ 6 1 0 5 24 10 4? 6 29 16 . ........ 6 0 0 21 100 0 0 . Q . 0 17 . ........ 7 0 0 18 86 1 5 f ' 10 
18 n • • • t • • t t 7 0 0 13 62 4 19 4 19 19 . ........ 0 7 0 8 38 8 38 5 24 
20 •. ........ 0 7 0 12 57 6 29 1 5 21 .• ......• 1 5 1 16 76 3 14 0 0 
22 . •....•.• 0 7 0 10 48 6 29 3 14 23 • .......• 0 7 0 4 19 13 62 2 10 24 . ...•...• 5 1 1 15 71 1 5 3 14 25 . .......• 0 5 2 6 29 9 43 4 19 26 . ........ 0. 5 2 5 24 11 52 3 14 2 7 . •••..••• 0 6 1 7 33 8 38 4 19 2 8 . .•..•.•• 1 4 2 15 71 1 5 3 14 29 . .......• 7 0 0 16 76 2 10 3 14 30 .... ....• 0 7 0 6 29 10 48 5 24 31 . ........ 1 5 1 15 71 3 14 3 14 32 . .•...... 7 0 0 16 76 2 10 3 14 33 . •.....•• 0 6 1 4 19 8 38 9 43 34 .. ....... 0 7 0 14 67 5 24 2 10 35 . ........ 7 0 0 ll 52 6 29 4 19 36 • •.....•• 0 7 0 8 38 11 52 2 10 3 7 • .......• 0 7 0 3 14 15 71 3 14 3 8 • ••.••••• 0 6 1 tl5 71 6 29 0 0 39 . .......• 0 7 0 P-6 76 4 19 1 5 
# Indicates difference at the .05 level of significance. 
* Indicates difference at the .01 l evel of significance. 
* # 
# 
* 
* # 
* # 
* 
* 
1 tl 
II 
* 
., 
.,,. 
* It 
tr 
II 
* 
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VARIABLE VI I.OCATI ON OF C LL"R.G Yl\lAN 1 S CHU!.l CH 
Urban Suburban Rural 
1, 2, 3, 6, 8, 16, 1, 2, 3, 6, 8, 16, 1, 2, 3, 6, 8, 
No sir nificant 17, 18, 23, 24, 17, 18, 23, 24, 16, 17, 23, 24, 
dif ference 26, 28, 29, 30, 26, 36, 37 25, 26, 27, 29, 
32, 35, 36, 37 30, 32, 33, 37 
Significant 
tlifference .OS s, 27, 33 S, 9, 25, 27, 29, S, 7, 11, 13, level 30, 32, 33, 37 18, 19, 22 , 35, 
36 
Significant 
4, 7, 9, 10, ll, 4, 7' 10, 11, 12, 4, 9, 10, 12, 
12, 13, 14, 15, 19, 13, 14, 15, 19, 20, 14, 15, 20, 21, di fference .01 20, 21, 22, 25, 31, 21, 22, 28, 31, 34, 28, 31, 34, 38 level 34, 38, 39 38, 39 39 
No signif icant differ0nce was found between the jury and pastor 
counselors of the Nazarene church pastoring churches in urban areas on 
eighteen, or 46%, of the questionnaire statements . The jury and pastor 
counselors pastoring in suburban areas showed no significant difference 
on t hirteen, or 33%, of the statements, while none was found between the 
jury and pastor counselors in rural areas on seventeen, or 44%, of the 
statement s . 
Significant difference was found between the jury and pastor- coun-
selors from urban areas on twenty- one, or 54%, of the statements, while 
those pastoring in suburban areas differed with the jury on twenty-six, 
or 67%, of the statements . A comparison of pastor-counselors whose 
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churches uere located in rural areas found significant difference on 
t wenty- tvm, or .56% , of the statements . vJhere significant difference vi as 
found betueen the jury and pastors of urban churches, three statements 
were at the . 0.5 level of significance, and eighteen at the . 01 level . A 
comparison of the jury and the pastors of suburban churches found signifi-
cant difference at the .OS l evel on nine statements , and difference at the 
. 01 level on seventeen statements, Hhile the jury and pastors of rural 
churches had significant differences on nine statements at the .05 level, 
and thirteen at the . 01 level of significance . 
A comparison of the responses of the group of Nazarene clergymen 
pastorinr churches in urban locations Hith those whose churches were located 
in suburban locations resulted in a -f!: of 1.337, or no significant differ -
ence . A comparison of those pastorinr churches in urban areas -vTith those 
uhose churches 1-rere located in rural areas resulted in a -'/{: of . 0)1, again 
no significant difference, while Nazarene clergymen whose churches were 
located in suburban locations uhen compared with those 1-Those churches were 
located in rural areas produced a 7@. of . 866, again no signific~nt difference. 
It may be said, therefore, that the location of the clergyman ' s church 
is not a factor affecting the responses of Nazarene clergymen in relation 
to the responses of the jury of counsel or-trainers . 
VA.B.IATIONS ~IT.THIN THE. GROUPS 
Pastors of both urban and suburban churches 1vere in significant 
difference with the jury on statements 25, 27, and 33, while no signifi-
cant difference uas found hetween the jury and pastors of rural churches 
on these statement s . 
On statements 18 and 36, significant difference was found bet1v-een 
the jury and pastors of rural churches, and no dif ference between the 
juxy and pastors of urban and suburban churches . 
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Significant difference between the jury and pastors of suburban and 
rural churches was found on statements 28 and 35, while no significant 
difference was evident between the jury and pastors of urban churches . 
On statements 29, 30, and 32, significant difference between the 
jury and pastors of urban and rural churches vlaS observed) but none be-
tween the jury and pastors of suburban churches . 
TABLE 17 
HOURS SPENT IN COUNSbLIID ; 0-3 HOURS PER WEEK 
·------!~Statements Jury of Counselor Trainers Pastoral Counselors 
Agree Disagree Uncertain Agree Disaoree Uncertain 
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) % (6) % (7) % 
1 . . .. ..... 7 0 0 94 97 3 3 0 0 
2 • .••.•••• 7 0 0 90 93 1 1 6 6 
3 . . . . . . . • • . 7 0 0 78 80 11 11 7 7 4 . ........ 3 0 4 81 84 5 5 11 11 5 . ......•. 0 7 0 47 48 29 30 21 22 
6 ••••.•..• 0 7 0 
- 4 4 73 75 20 21 
7 • ......•• 1 6 0 69 71 17 18 ll ll 
8 . •..••.•. 6 1 0 96 99 0 0 1 1 
9 • ........ 2 4 1 80 82 7 7 10 10 10. s •••••• • 1 6 0 71 73 13 13 13 13 11 .• •.•.•.• 0 6 1 58 59 29 30 10 10 
12 . ........ 2 5 0 79 81 9 9 8 8 
13 . . ' ....... 1 4 2 72 74 17 18 8 8 ' 14 .... ...... 1 4 2 64 66 20 21 13 13 15 . ........ 6 1 0 31 32 47 48 19 20 
16 . ... .. . . . 6 0 0 93 96 0 0 4 4 17 . ........ 7 0 0 80 82 9 9 8 8 
18 0 • c •• •• •• 7 0 0 62 64 22 23 13 13 
19 . .......• 0 7 0 63 65 25 ?6 9 9 
20 • • .. ...•• 0 7 0 66 68 20 21 5 5 21 0 •..• • ••• 1 5 1 76 78 11 11 3 3 22. 0 Q •••••• 0 7 0 54 56 30 31 7 7 23 ... .....• 0 7 . ' 0 20 21 48 49 23 24 24 •. 0 ••••• • 5 1 l 75 77 6 6 10 10 
25 et c•• •••• 0 5 2 44 45 28 29 19 20 
26. 6 ••••••• 0 . 5 2 20 21 49 51 22 23 
2 7 • . .• . •• • • 0 6 1 40 41 29 30 22 23 28 .. ....... 1 4 2 71 73 10 10 10 10 29 . .... ...• 7 0 0 67 69 11 11 13 13 30 .•. .....• 0 7 0 36 37 36 37 19 20 31 . ...... . . 1 5 1 67 69 12 12 12 12 32 . •. .. c. ••• 7 0 0 65 67 12 12 15 16 33 . ......... 0 6 1 36 37 29 30 26 27 34 . •....... 0 7 0 60 62 23 24 9 9 35 . .... ' ... 7 0 0 57 59 23 24 12 12 
36 . •......• 0 7 0 18 19 62 64 12 12 
3 7 • .......• 0 7 0 16 16 54 56 22 23 3 8 • .••••••• 0 6 1 80 82 13 13 4 4 3 9 ••....••• 0 7 0 80 82 11 11 6 6 
. 
. ·~ Indicates difference at the .o level o si nificance. g 
* Indicates difference at the . 01 level of significance. 
64 
* # 
* 
* il: 
* 
* 
')'l-
* 
* 
# 
* 
* 
* 
* 
ll 
# 
# I, 
"';\" 
TABLE 18 
HOURS SPENT IN COUNS IDG ; 4- 6 HOURS Pill \.JEEK 
··-
*Statements Jury of Counselor Trainers Pastoral Counselors 
Agree Disagree Uncertain Agree Disa~ree Uncertain 
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) % (6) % (7) % 
1 . ... ..... 7 0 0 16 100 0 0 0 0 
2 ..•.••••• 7 0 0 16 100 0 0 0 0 3 . . . . . . . . . . 7 0 0 13 81 0 0 3 19 4 . ........ 3 0 4 15 94 0 0 1 6 5 . ........ 0 7 0 4 25 7 44 5 31 6 .•••....• 0 7 0 0 0 15 94 1 6 7 •••..••.• 1 6 0 8 so 5 31 3 19 8 . •....... 6 1 0 16 100 0 0 0 0 9 . ...•.... 2 4 1 11 69 4 25 1 6 
10 . ......•. 1 6 0 9 56 6 38 1 6 
11 . ••.•••.• 0 6 1 4 25 7 44 5 31 
12 . .•... ' .. 2 5 0 9 56 3 19 4 25 13 . ..••.... 1 4 2 12 75 4 25 0 0 14 .. ....... 1 4 2 10 63 6 38 0 0 15 t t t t t t t t I 6 1 0 6 38 7 44 3 19 16 . ........ 6 0 0 16 100 0 0 0 0 17 •........ 7 0 0 14 88 1 6 1 6 18 0 ••• ••••• 7 0 0 14 88 2 13 0 0 
19 . ..... ..• 0 7 0 9 56 5 31 2 13 
20 .. ..•..•• 0 7 0 11 69 4 25 0 0 
21 .. . ~ ~ .•..• 1 5 1 15 94 0 0 0 0 
22. 0 ••••••• 0 7 0 8 so 6 38 1 6 
23 . ......•• 0 7 0 2 13 11 69 2 13 24 0 ••••• ••• 5 1 1 13 81 1 6 1 6 25 . . f'l •••••• 0 5 2 9 56 3 19 3 19 
26. 0 ••••••• 0 . 5 2 7 44 7 44 1 6 
2 7 ••••.•••• 0 6 1 9 56 5 31 1 6 28 . .. ...... 1 4 2 11 69 1 6 3 19 
29 •.. .....• 7 0 0 12 75 0 0 3 19 30 .. ......• 0 7 0 5 31 7 44 3 19 31 . . . ...... 1 5 1 11 69 2 13 2 13 
32 • ......•• 7 0 0 11 69 2 13 2 13 
33 . .......• 0 6 1 5 31 4 25 6 38 34 . •....••. 0 7 0 10 63 5 31 0 0 35 . ........ 7 0 0 9 56 3 19 3 19 
36 . ........ 0 7 0 4 25 10 63 1 6 
3 7 • .......• 0 7 0 1 6 11 69 3 19 
38 t t t t t t t t I 0 6 1 ~ 69 4 25 1 6 39 .. ...... . 0 7 0 88 2 13 0 0 
1¥ Indicates difference at the .05 l evel of significance. 
* Indicates difference at t he .01 l evel of significance. 
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T IE 19 
HOURS SP1NT I N COUNSBLD D ; 7-UP HOURS PER \'lEEK 
··-
*Statements Jury of Counselor Trainers Pasto~al Counselors 
Agree Disagree Uncertain Agree Disa~ree Uncertair 
(1 ) (2) (3) (4) (5) % (6) % (7) % 
l . ........ 7 0 0 11 92 0 0 1 8 
2 •.••••••• 7 0 0 11 92 0 0 1 8 
3 . .... ...• : 7 0 0 12 100 0 0 0 0 
4 •.... ..•• 3 0 4 10 83 1 8 1 8 
5. 0 ••••••• 0 7 0 3 25 7 58 2 17 
6 . .... .... 0 7 0 0 0 11 92 1 8 
7 •...• • ••• 1 6 0 9 75 1 8 2 17 
8 . ..•••••. 6 1 0 12 100 0 0 0 0 
9 • ...••.•• 2 4 1 ll 92 0 0 1 8 10 . .... •... 1 6 0 9 75 1 8 2 17 11 .. ..•...• 0 6 1 8 67 2 17 2 17 12 .. 0 •••••• 2 5 0 8 67 2 17 2 17 13 t •• •• •• • • 1 4 2 9 75 3 25 0 0 14 .. . .. .... 1 4 2 5 42 3 25 3 25 15 e • • • t • • • t 6 1 0 3 25 7 58 2 17 16 . ..... . .. 6 0 0 12 100 0 0 0 0 17 . .... . .... 7 0 0 8 67 1 8 3 25 18 0 ••• • •••• 7 0 0 9 75 0 0 3 25 19 . .......• 0 7 0 6 50 5 42 1 8 20 . ...• ..•• 0 7 0 9 75 2 17 0 0 21 . ..... .•. 1 5 1 11 92 1 8 0 0 22. 0 .... . . . . 0 7 0 5 42 4 33 2 17 23 .. ... . ..• 0 7 0 1 8 9 75 2 17 24 f: • • •••••• s 1 1 11 92 1 8 0 0 25 . ....... . 0 5 2 4 33 4 33 4 33 26 . .. . ... .• 0. 5 2 4 33 8 67 0 0 27 I II I I I t I I I 0 6 1 7 58 5 42 0 0 28 . . ..... .. 1 4 2 10 83 1 8 1 8 29 . .......• 7 0 0 11 92 1 8 0 0 30 . .......• 0 7 0 4 33 5 42 2 17 31 . ........ 1 5 1 9 75 2 17 1 8 32 . ......•• 7 0 0 6 50 3 25 2 17 33 . .......• 0 6 1 5 42 1 8 5 42 34 .. . ... ... 0 7 0 7 58 4 33 1 8 35 .. .. . .. . . 7 0 0 10 83 0 0 1 8 36 • •..•.•. .• 0 7 0 2 17 9 75 1 8 3 7 . .....•.• 0 7 0 0 0 7 58 5 42 38 .. ......• 0 6 1 9 75 1 8 2 17 39 . ...... . . 0 7 0 ~a 83 1 8 0 0 
' 
# I ndicates diff erence at t he .05 l evel of si gnificance . 
* I ndicates diff erence at the . 01 l evel of signifi cance. 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
. 
* # 
* 
* 
* 
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V IA~LE VII HOURS E .. .._>l .. 'ELK SF~llT IN COUN~11I[G 
0 - 3 4 
-
6 7 - up 
1, 2, 3, 6, 8, 16 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 1, 2, 3, 5 , 6, 8 
17, 23, 24, 26, 8, 11, 16, 17, 18, No signif icant 14, 16, 17, 18, 
difference 29, 32, 36, 37 23 , 24, 29 , 30, 32, 23, 24, 25, 26, 
33, 36, 37 29, 30, 35, 36, 
37 
Si[1lificant 
dif ference . 05 5, 18, 25, 27, 30, 9, 10, 12, 26, 35 33 
level 33, 35 
4, 7' 9' 10' 11, 4, 13, 14, 15, 19, 4, 7, 9, 10, 11, 
Si[nificant 12, 13, 14, 15, 19, 20, 21, 22, 25, 27, 12, 13, 15, 19, 
difference . 01 20, 21, 22, 28, 31, 28, 31, 34, 38, 39 20, 21, 22, 27' 
level 34, 38, 39 28, 31, 32, 34, 
38, 39 
No si ()'nificant difference uas found betueen the jury and pastor 
counselors of the Nazarene church uho spent f rom 0-3 hours per -vmek in 
counseling on fourteen, or 39%, of tho questionnaire statements . The jury 
and pastor-counselors spending f rom 4- 6 hours per vTeek in counseling sho-vred 
no difference on nineteen, or 49%, of the statements, vrhile none v-1as found 
bet-:veen the jury and pastors spendinG seven hours or more per vTeek in 
counseling on nineteen, or 49%, of the questionnaire statements . 
Significant difference was observed bet ween the jury and pastors 
spendinr f rom 0-3 hours per -vreel~ in counselinc on t\-venty-five, or 64%, of 
the statements . Pastor-counselors uho spend f rom 4- 6 hours a 1-1eek in 
counseling Here in sif nificant disagreement with the jury on twenty, or 
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.5J..~, of the statements, while those Hho indicated that they spent in 
excess of seven hours per vreek in counseling were significantly different 
from the jury on hrenty, or .51%, of the statements also . ~ here signifi -
cant differences was found between the jury and pastors spending 0-3 hours 
per Heek in counseling, seven statements differed at the . 0.5 l evel of 
significance, and eighteen at the . 01 level . A comparison of the jury 
and pastor- counselors counseling from 4-6 hours per week found five state-
ments at the . 0.5 level of significant difference, and fifteen at the . 01 
level, lvhile the jury and pastors who spent over seven hours per vreek 
differed significantly at the . 0.5 l evel on one of the statements, and at 
the . 01 level on nineteen. 
A comparison of the responses of the group of Nazarene clergymen who 
indicated that they spent from 0-3 hours a Heek in pastoral counseling, 
with those spending from 4-6 hours a Heek resulted in a 2 of 1.312, or no 
significant difference . A comparison of those spending from 0-3 hours a 
week in counseling with those spending more than seven hours a week also 
resulted in a~ of 1 . 312, again no significant difference, while those 
spendi..ng from 4-6 hours a week uhen compared with those spending more than 
seven hours a week in counseling resulted in a ~ of 0 . 00, again no 
significant difference . 
It may be said, therefore, that the number of hours a vreek spent in 
counseling is not a factor affecting the responses of Nazarene clergymen 
in relation t o the responses of the jury of counselor-trainers . 
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V.All.IATIONS WITHIN THE GROUPS 
Pastor- counselors of the Nazarene church spending from 0-3 hours per 
v1eek in counseling were in significant difference with the jury on state-
ments 5, 18, 30 and 35 . The pastors s pending from 4- 6 hours, and seven or 
more hours per week showed no significant differences on these statements . 
Pastor-counselors spending 0-3, and s even or more hours per v1eek in 
counseling were in significant differences with the jury on statements 7, 
11, and 33 . Those pastor- counselors spending from 4- 6 hours showed no 
significant difference on these statements . 
On questionnaire statements 14, 25, and 35, pastors who indicated 
that they s pent 0-3 and 4-6 hours a week differed significantly from the 
jury, while those spending seven or more hours showed no significant 
difference . 
Statement 26 shows pastors counseling from 4- 6 hours a week in 
significant disagreement with the jury, while the other groups showed no 
significant differences . On statement 32, pastor- counselors spending 
seven or more hours a week counseling were in significant disagreement 
if-Lth the jury, while the other groups showed no significant disagreement . 
TABLE 20 
.AM:OUNT OF COUNSLI.JNG vli.TH 1ID1BERS OF PASTOR'S OltJN PARTSH; :t>J""E.ARLY ALL 
*Statements 
(1) 
l . ........ 
2 •.•••.••• 
3 ...••. t • • ; 
4 ••..•..•• 
5 •......... 
6 • •••....• 
7 •.•.•..•• 
8 ••..•..•. 
9 • ...••..• 
10 .•... .... 
11 .... •...• 
12 . .•..•.•• 
13 • ...•.... 
14 .. ....... 
15 ... ...... 
16 ... ...... 
17 . ........ 
18 .. ....... 
19 ... .....• 
20 • ..•...•• 
21 ••......• 
22 • •• ~ ..••• 
23 .•• ....•• 
24 ••••• .••• 
25 ........ .• 
26 ...... .... 
2? •••.....• 
28 .... .••... 
29 ••. ...... 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
o .. ....... 
1 . ........ 
2 •• ••••.•• 
3 ••••••••• 
4 . •..•.... 
5 . ........ 
6 • ••.•.••• 
7 ••.••...• 
8 •• ........ 
9 • ......•• 
Jury of Counselor Trainers 
Agree Disagree Uncertain 
(2) (3) (4) 
7 0 0 
7 0 0 
7 0 0 
3 0 4 
0 7 0 
0 7 0 
1 6 0 
6 1 0 
2 4 1 
1 6 0 
0 6 1 
2 5 0 
1 4 2 
1 4 2 
6 1 0 
6 0 0 
7 0 0 
7 0 0 
0 7 0 
0 7 0 
1 5 1 
0 7 0 
0 7 0 
5 1 1 
0 5 2 
0. 5 2 
0 6 1 
1 4 2 
7 0 0 
0 7 0 
1 5 . 1 
7 0 0 
0 6 1 
0 7 0 
7 0 0 
0 7 0 
0 7 0 
0 6 1 
0 7 0 
#, 
, In dicates difference at the .0 level o 
Pasto~al Counselors 
Agree Disa~ree Uncertain 
(5)% (6) % (7) % 
45 94 2 4 1 2 
44 92 0 0 4 8 
42 88 4 8 1 2 
39 81 4 8 5. 10 
18 38 19 40 11 23 
0 0 42 88 6 13 
30 63 10 21 8 17 
48 100 0 0 0 0 
39 81 5 10 4 8 
35 73 7 15 6 13 
25 52 14 29 9 19 
38 79 4 8 6 13 
36 75 7 15 5 10 
33 69 9 19 6 13 
ll 23 29 60 8 17 
47 98 0 0 1 2 
38 79 4 8 6 13 
34 71 6 13 8 17 
30 63 11 23 7 15 
35 73 8 17 2 4 
39 81 4 8 1 2 
29 60 13 27 3 6 
10 21 25 52 10 21 
41 85 1 2 3 6 
17 35 12 25 16 33 
12 25 23 48 10 21 
19 40 12 25 14 29 
31 65 4 8 10 21 
37 77 1 2 6 13 
19 40 14 29 ll 23 
32 67 4 8 8 17 
32 67 9 19 4 8 
14 29 13 27 18 38 
35 73 8 17 2 4 
24 50 12 25 9 19 
6 13 33 69 6 13 
5 10 28 58 12 25 
39 81 6 13 3 6 
37 77 8 17 3 6 
' 
si nificance. g 
* Indicates difference at the .01 level of significance. 
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TABlE 21 
AMOUNT OF COUNSEIJ NG liiTH I>lliMBERS OF PASTOR 1S <l'iN PARISH; MORE THAN HALF 
·-
*Statements Jury of Counselor Trainers Pasto~al Counselors 
(l) 
1 . ........ 
2 •.••••••• 
3 . . . . • . • . • ; 
4 . ........ 
5 . ........ 
6 ••••.•••• 
7 • .•....•. 
8 4 •••••••• 
9 • .•..•... 
10 .•. i ••••• 
11 .•• .•••.• 
12 . . ~ ....•• 
13 • ...•.... 
14 ... ...... 
15 .•. ...... 
16 . ........ 
17 . ........ 
18 (t • ••••••• 
9 . .•....•• 
0 • .......• 
1 . ......... 
2. 0 ••••••• 
3 .. , .. ~ ··· 
4 .. 0 0 ••••• 
50 ......•• 
6" •••••••• 
7 • !I ••••••• 
8 • ....•.•• 
1 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
9 . .......... 
0 ... ........ 
1 . ......... 
2 • •••••••• 
3 .......... 
4 . ........ 
5 . ........ 
6 • •.....•• 
7 t t t t t • t t I 
8 . ....•..• 
9 . ......... 
Agree 
(2) 
7 
7 
7 
3 
0 
0 
1 
6 
2 
l 
0 
2 
1 
1 
6 
6 
1 
7 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
5 
0 
0. 
0 
1 
7 
0 
1 
7 
0 
0 
7 
0 
0 
0 
0 
Disagree 
(3) 
0 
0 
0 
0 
7 
7 
6 
1 
4 
6 
6 
5 
4 
4 
l 
0 
0 
0 
7 
1 
5 
7 
1 
1 
5 
5 
6 
4 
0 
7 
5 
0 
6 
7 
0 
7 
1 
6 
7 
Uncertain Agree Disa;;,ree 
(4) (5) % (6) % 
0 29 100 0 0 
0 29 100 0 0 
0 23 79 3 10 
4 27 93 0 0 
0 16 55 8 28 
0 3 10 20 69 
0 23 79 4 14 
0 29 100 0 0 
l 23 79 3 10 
0 22 76 4 14 
l 15 52 ll 38 
0 23 79 3 10 
2 21 72 8 28 
2 19 66 8 28 
0 14 48 10 34 
0 29 100 0 0 
0 24 83 3 10 
0 20 69 6 21 
0 17 59 12 41 
0 15 52 8 28 
1 22 76 4 14 
0 15 52 11 38 
0 6 21 15 52 
1 22 76 3 10 
2 20 69 5 17 
2 7 24 14 48 
1 12 41 10 34 
2 23 79 3 10 
0 18 62 7 24 
0 10 34 12 41 
1 22 76 4 14 
0 18 62 3 10 
1 11 38 8 28 
0 16 55 11 38 
0 23 79 4 14 
0 1 24 17 59 
0 6 21 16 55 
l 26 90 3 10 
0 26 90 1 3 
,;~ Indicates difference at t he .05 l evel of s ignificance. 
* I ndicates diff erence at t he .01 level of si gnificance. 
Uncertain 
(7) % 
0 0 
0 0 
3 10 
2 7 
5 17 
6 21 
2 7 
0 0 
3 10 
3 10 
3 10 
2 7 
0 0 
2 7 
5 17 
0 0 
2 7 
3 10 
0 0 
2 1 
0 0 
0 0 
5 17 
1 3 
1 3 
5 17 
4 14 
0 0 
2 1 
5 17 
1 3 
5 17 
1 24 
0 0 
0 0 
3 10 
5 17 
0 0 
2 7 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
·l*-
·l*-
* II 
* 
* 
* 
* 
# 
-~ 
l L 
;r 
_I~ ,, 
71 
TABLE 22 
Al10UNT OF COUNS IJID \VITH !-:!EMBERS OF PASTOR'S OWN PARISH; LESS THAN HALF 
*Statements Jury of Counselor Trainers PastoFal Counselors 
Agree Disagree Uncertain Agree Disaoree Uncertain 
-
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) % (6) 1 (7) % 
1 . ...... ' . 7 0 0 36 97 1 3 0 0 
2 ......• •• 7 0 0 35 95 1 3 1 3 
3 .••• ••• •• : 7 0 0 29 78 2 5 6 16 
4 ••.. ..• •• 3 0 4 34 92 0 0 3 8 5 . .... .. •. 0 7 0 13 35 14 38 10 27 
6 . ........ 0 7 0 1 3 30 81 6 16 
7 ••...•••• 1 6 0 25 68 6 16 6 16 
8 • •.•••••. 6 1 0 37 100 0 0 0 0 
9 • .......• 2 4 1 31 84 2 5 4 11 
10 . • . ...... 1 6 0 25 68 7 19 5 14 
11 .••• •••.• 0 6 1 24 65 8 22 5 14 
12 . ....•••• 2 5 0 27 73 4 11 6 16 
13 • . & ••• • •• 1 4 2 28 76 6 16 3 8 14 . .. ~ . s ••• 1 4 2 24 65 7 19 5 14 15 I I I I I I It t 6 1 0 9 24 20 54 8 22 
16. c • ••• ••• 6 0 0 35 95 0 0 2 5 
17 . . t:tc. ttll 7 0 0 31 84 3 8 3 8 
18 ~ ......... 7 0 0 23 62 11 30 3 8 
19 ... 0 ••••• 0 7 0 26 70 8 22 3 8 
20 I I t t t t e t I 0 7 0 29 78 6 16 1 3 
21 Cl •• • • •••• 1 5 1 32 86 3 8 1 3 
22aoaottttl 0 7 0 18 49 12 32 5 14 
23 .•. .... • • 0 7 0 5 14 22 59 9 24 
24'. 0 ••••• • 5 1 1 29 78 2 5 5 14 
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* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
f 
* 
* 
* 
25 t- •••• 0 ••• 0 5 2 17 46 12 32 7 19 i 
26 . ........ 
2 7 ••••. •••• 
28 . ....•... 
29 . . t •••••• 
30 I t t t t I t t I 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
1 . .. .. .... 
2. 0 ••••••• 
3 •..•...•• 
4 . ........ 
5 . ........ 
6 . .... . ..• 
7 • ••.•••• • 
8 . ..... ..• 
9 . •. •.. • •• 
0 . 5 
0 6 
1 4 
7 0 
0 7 
1 5 
7 0 
0 6 
0 7 
7 0 
0 7 
0 7 
0 6 
0 7 
2 10 27 20 
1 21 57 12 
2 30 81 3 
0 28 76 2 
0 13 35 15 
1 24 65 8 
0 23 62 5 
1 16 43 10 
0 23 62 8 
0 22 59 9 
0 10 27 22 
0 4 11 20 
1 26 70 7 
0 ~0 81 5 
} Indicates difference at the .05 level of significance . 
* Indicates difference at the . 01 level of significance. 
54 6 
32 3 
8 3 
5 6 
41 7 
22 4 
14 8 
27 9 
22 5 
24 4 
59 4 
54 12 
19 4 
14 1 
16 
8 
8 
16 
19 
11 
22 
24 
14 
11 
11 
32 
11 
3 
* 
-~-
I 
i 
ll 
r 
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VAB.: A '3LE. VIII AHOlJ"NT OF COTJNS:...LirG ~'liTH NU·illE_:S OF CJ:J'N P ISH 
l All NearLY M ore v 1an Hlf a ss _a a Le th n H lf 
1, 2, 3, 6, 8, 16, 1, 2, 3, 6, 8, 16, 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 
No s isnificant 17, 18, 23, 24, 17' 18, 23 , 24, 8, 16, 17, 23, 
dif fere r:.ce 25, 26, 29, 32, 26, 30, 35, 36, 24, 26, 29' 30, 
33, 36, 37 37 36, 37 
. 
Sicnificant 
difference . 05 5, 27, 30 15, 27, 29, 32, 18, 25, 32, 33, 
l evel 33 35 
4, 7, 9, 10, 11 4, 5, 7, 9, 10, 11, 4, 7' 9, 10, 1 
Sir nificant 12, 13, 14, 15, 19, 12, 13' 14, 19, 20, 12, 13, 14, 15, difference .01 20, 21, 22, 28, 31, 21, 22, 25, 28, 31, 19, 20, 21, 22, 
level 34, 35, 38, 39 34, 38, 39 27' 28, 31, 34, 
38, 39 
-----
No significant dL~'ference was found betvreen the jury and pastor 
counselors of the Hazarene church lvhose counselinf: vTas nearly all with 
members of their mm parish on seventeen, or 44%, of the questionnaire 
statements . The jury and pastors vrhose counseling \vas more than half 
with members of their own parish shot-Jed no significant differ ence on 
fifteen, or 38%, of the statements, exactly the same figl~e as that for 
t hose Hhose counseling vras less than half with members of their own 
parish . 
Si[Dificant difference was observed betueen the jury and s>astors 
whose counseling was nearly all with members of their own parish on 
tvTenty-two, or 56%, of the questionnaire statements . Pastor-counselors 
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whose work in this area was more than half among members of their own 
parish Here in significant disagreement with the jury on twenty-four, 
or 62%, of the questionnaire statements, with exactly the same figures 
occurring for those whose couns eling 1vas less than half 1-li th members of 
their 01-m parish. -lher e significant difference was found between the 
jury and pastors counseling nearly all among members of their 01~ parish, 
three statements differed at the .05 l evel of significance, and nineteen 
at the .01 level . Both of the other groups differed in the same manner , 
five statements at the . 05 level of significance, and nineteen at the . 01 
level . 
A comparison of the responses of the group of Nazarene pastors uho 
indicated that nearly all of their counseling was Hith members of their 
mm parish, and those vrhose counseling was more than half with members of 
their mm parish resulted in a of . 702, or no sicnificant difference . 
A comparison of those 1vhose counseling was nearly all with members of 
their mm parish, and those whose counseling <-las less than half with their 
2 
own parishioners resulted in a A.. of . 211, again no significant difference, 
vlhile a comparison of those >-Those counseling was more than half among their 
01-m parisioners resulted in a of 0. 00, again no significant difference . 
It may be said, therefore, that the amount of counseling per 1-1eek 
with members of their own parish is not a factor affecting the responses 
of i,Tazarene clergymen in relation to the responses of the jury of counselor 
trainers . 
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V,.4....'RI JI.T :::ONS ~{[THIN THE GROUPS 
Pastor- counselors of the Nazarene church Hhose counseling was nearly 
all or more than half with members of their O\fn parish showed significant 
difference from the jury on statement 5, while those counseling less than 
half with members of their own parish were in no significant difference 
1·1ith the jury. 
Significant dif ference between the jury and pastors counseling less 
than half v1ith members of their own congregation was observed on state-
ment 18, while those pastors counseling nearly all, or more than half 
within their parish were in no significant difference 1dth the jury. 
On statements 25, 32, and 33, pastor-counselors whose counseling was 
either less than half or more than half within their parish showed signi-
ficant difference from the jury. No difference was observed among pastors 
whose counseling was nearly all within their parish. 
Pastors counseling more than half within their parish showed signifi-
cant difference from the jury on statement 29, while the other two groups 
sho~-red no significant difference . 
Significant difference behreen the jury and those pastors counseling 
nearly all and less than half among members of their own parish was found 
on statement 35, while there was no dif ference between the jury and 
pastors counseling more than half with members of t heir par ish. 
CHAPrbR V 
Sll-Ir1.ARY .AND RECO 'iMEND.ATIONS 
This study was initiated to find a comparison between the counseling 
attitudes and practices of pastor-counselors of the Nazarene church, and 
those of a 11 juryu of co'uns elor-trainers . Results of the questionnaire, 
constructed jointly by the author and Laurence Doyle, have been tabulated 
and broken down into eight variables vlhich might effect the agreement be-
tween the two groups . .A statistical analysis was made of the responses 
to the questionnaire statements, and significant areas of agreement or 
disagreement noted. In addition, each variable has been subjected to 
statistical analysis, and the one variable vlhere differences within the 
group of pastor-counselors were found was noted . 
CONCLUSI ONS 
The following conclusions have been dravm from this study: 
1. .As a group, pastor-counselors of the Nazarene 
church were in agreement with the jury of 
counselor-trainers on fifteen, or 38%, of the 
questionnaire statements . Significant diff-
erences resulted on t wenty-four, or 62%, of 
the statements. Thus, there is more signifi-
cant difference than agr eement between 
Nazarene pastor-counselors and the jury of 
counselor-trainers in the area covered by the 
questi onnaire. 
2. I n the area of differences between Nazarene 
pastor-counselors and the jury, 75% of the 
statements found statistically significant 
-76-
dif ference at t he .01 level, and 25% at 
the .05 l evel. Thus, where differences 
exist between the groups, they are at a 
high level of s ignificance . 
1 An analysis of the eight variables con-
sidered resulted in a stati stically signi-
ficant difference on only one. Pastor 
coLunselors of the Nazarene church possess-
ing a graduate or seminary degr ee were in 
signifi cantly greater agreement with the 
jury of counselor-trainers than those with 
less than a college degree . Thus we may 
conclude t hat a seminary or graduate degree 
tends to bring Nazarene pastor-counselors 
into more agreement with the jury of 
counselor-trainers in the area covered by 
the questionnaire. 
RBC01-1ME1TDATI ONS 
The follmdng recommendations for further r esearch result ed from 
this study: 
1. Since a study similar to this has already 
been compl eted by Laurence Doyle2 among 
clergymen of the Baptist denomination in 
New England, and since several other studies 
are currently in process by students of the 
Boston University School of Education, re-
sults of all these studies, when available, 
might well be assembled and cor related and 
a profile const~~cted w~ich would indicate 
areas of significant agreement and disagree-
ment with the jury by clergymen of t he 
various major denominational groups. 
lsee Chapter III, p. 20- 22 . 
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2Laurence Doyle, An Analytic Survey and Study 
and Practices of Baptist Cle rgymen in New England. 
Thesis, Boston University, 1958. 
of Counseling Att itudes 
Unpublished Masters 
2. It would be of interest to the author of 
t his paper to obtain r esponses from a jury 
composed of pastoral counselor-trainers 
associated wit h major non-Nazarene theo-
logical seminaries and compare their 
respons es with those of Nazarene pastor 
counselors . These r esults might be com-
pared with the present jury to find if 
there are signif icant differences betueen 
t hose engaged exclusively in the training 
of pastor- counselors and t he present jury . 
J . The procedure suggested above might be 
followed in selecting a jury of seven 
pastoral counselor-tra~ners within the 
Nazarene denomination, and a comparison 
made 1d th both the cdginal jury and the 
new jury of pastoral counselor-trainers 
from non-Nazarene seminaries . 
4. Since pos session of a seminary or graduate 
degr ee t ended to make Nazarene pastor 
counselors mor e in agr eement Hith the jury 
of counselor-trainers than those with 
training below college level and since it 
was found that 39% of the respondent 
Nazarene clergymen possessed only a college 
degr ee, a study might be made of the 
curriculum of the seven Nazarene colleges 
in the United States and Canada to deter-
mine the number and effect iveness of 
courses in counseling of fered ministerial 
candidates . 
78 
APPENDIX 
APPE!IJDIX A 
FORM: AN ANALYTICAL SUR'If.E.Y AND STUDY OF COUNSELOR ATTI TUDES 
AND PRACTICES OF i'1INISTii.RS OF THE CHURCH OF THE NAZARENE 
AN ANALYTICAL SURVEY AND STUDY OF COUNSELOR ATT I TUDES 
AND PRACTICES OF MINISTERS OF THE CHURCH OF THE NAZARENE 
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I . BACKGROUND MATER I AL- Ex TENT OF INOOVODUAL TRA I NING FOR COUN SELO NGo 
( I ) 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(5) 
(6) 
(7) 
( a ) 
How LONG HAVE YOU BEEN A CLERGYMAN? 
WHAT IS YOUR AGEf 
PLEASE CHECK THE ·EXTENT OF' YOUR EDUCAT IO NAL TRAB NO NGe 
( ) H1 GH ScHOOL ( ) Cot.LEGE 
( ) Se:M I NARY ( ) OTHER 
{PL EASE LosT) 
HAVE YOU HAD ANY FORMAL TR AON!NG IN COUNSEL ING? 
WHAT I S THE MEMBERSH I P OF THE CHURCH YOU NOW PAST OR? 
PLEASE CHECK THE AREA ON WH i CH YOUR CHURCH IS LOCATE Dg 
( ) URBAN ( ) S uBURBAN ( ) RuRAL 
AppROXIMATELY HOW MANY HOURS A WEEK DO YOU SP~ND ON COUNSEL ONG? (THE TERM 
11 cOUNSEi.. ING 11 HERE REFERS T O DEALING WI fi·l PEOPI~. E WHO ARE EMO"I'J ONAt.,I' .• •P -:l iSollRBEO). 
WHA T pERCENTAGE OF YOUR COUN SEU NG I S WOTn PEO PLE 0 '\fOUR OWN PAR!Si-i? 
( ) Ne:ARLV ALL ( ) MoRE T HAN HAll.~ ( ) LESS '1' Ai\1 IBJAI!...F 
! i . 11 COUNSEL ONG i S A RESPONSI VE RELATO ONSH OP AR!S !NG FROM EXPRESSED NEED TO WORK THROUGH 
DiFF OC ULTO ES BY MEANS OF EMO T SONAL UNDERSTANDING AND GROW ONG RESPONS!SIL OTVe 
• • ••• • COUNSEL ONG FOLLOWS A NATU RAL SEQUE NCE OF PROGRESS OVE STEPS FROM THE 
EXPRESS OON OF A NEED TO WORK THROUG H Dil FF CCULT IES IN A RESPONS OVE DNT ER-PERSONAI!... 
RELAT OONSH I P, TO THE RELEASE OF FEELINGS~ THE SEARCH FOR BETT ER UNDERSTAND ONG OF THE 
FEELINGS, THE GA I Ni NG OF REVEAL I NG 0NS OGHTS 2 AND DEC CS OONS T O TAKE APPROPRIATE 
RESPONS UBOLiTY FOR WHAT NEEDS TO BE DONE• WHEN A PAST OR SEEKS TO HEL P PERSONS TO 
HEL P THEMSELVES GROW BY THESE PROCEDURES, HE IS ENGAGED ! pAST ORAL COUNSEU NG0 II 
PAUL E. JOHNSON ON 
PsvcHoa.oG v .Q.f. PAsT ORAl. CARE 
You WI I!..L. FON D BELOW A SER I ES OF Sl 'ATEMENTS RE A1' 1NG TO COUNSEl. ONGo iN TH E BOXES 
BEL. OW EACH STATEMENT YOU ARE ASKED TO I NDi C~iE THE EXl ENT Oil'" YOUR AGREEMENT OR 
DISAGREEMENT CONCERN I NG THE STATEMENT GOVENo 
U ) IT i S 
ORDER 
( 
( 
DES I RABLE THAT A PASTOR HAVE SOME FORMAL TRA ONONG iN COUNSEIL.ING 9N 
TO BE AN E~FECTOVE COUN~EL QR o 
) AGREE \ ) D !SAGRE~ 
) STRONGL.Y AGREE ( ) STRONGL Y DISAGREE 
( ) UNCER'fAI N 
(2) AN EFFECTIVE PASTOR-COUNSELOR SHOULD HAVE A GENERAL KNOWLEDGE OF BASIC 
PSYCHOLOGY. 
( ) AGREE ( ) DISAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
(3) THERE ARE INSTANCES WHERE A PASTOR-COUNSELOR SHOULD REFER EMOTIO NALLY 
DISTURBED PARISHONERS TO A PROFESSIONAL COUNSELOR. 
( ) AGREE ( ) DISAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRO NGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
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(4) IT IS BEST FOR THE COUNSELING SESSION TO BE HELD IN THE CHURCH OFFICE RATHER 
THAN IN THE PARSONAGE PARLORo 
( ) AGREE ( ) DISAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
(5) WHEN THE PERSON TO RECEIVE COUNSELING IS OF THE OPPOSITE SEX, THE PASTOR 1S 
WIFE SHOULD BE PRESENT DURING THE COUNSELING SESSION. 
( ) AGREE ( ) DISAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
(6) COUNSELING WOULD BE MORE EFFECT I VE IF THE PASTOR-COUNSELOR HAD ONE OF HIS 
COLLEAGUES PRESENT DURING THE COUNSELING SESSION. 
(7) 
( ) AGREE ( ) DisAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
A PASTOR-COUNSELOR SHOULD SEEK TO 
( ) AGREE ( ) 
( ) 8TRONGi... Y AGREE ( c ) 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
FIND THE COUNSELEE 1S PROBLEM AS SOON AS POSS UBLEo 
DISAGREE 
STRONGLY DISAGREE 
(8) IN EFFECTIVE COUNSELING IT IS IMPORTANT THAT THE COUNSELEE FEEL AT EASE0 
( ) AGREE ( ) DISAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DI.SAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
(9) A PASTOR-COUNSELOR SHOULD ALWAYS . INFORM THE COUNSELEE THAT HE WILL BE ACCEPTANT 
AND UNDERSTANDING OF HIS PROBLEM. 
( ) AGREE ( ) DISAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
(IQ) IF A COUNSELEE SEEMS TO VEER AWAY FROM THE PROBLEM HE HAS BEEN DI6CUSSI~Gt 
THE PASTOR-COUNSELOR SHOULD SEEK TO DIRECT HIM BACK TO THE MAIN SUBJECT 0 
( ) AGREE ( ) DISAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGRE E 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
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(II) A PASTOR-COUNSELOR SHOULD BE PREPARED TO GIVE ANSWE RS T O AS MANY PROB LEMS AS 
HE MIGHT POSSIBLY BE CONFRONTED 
( ) AGREE ( 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
WITH BY A COUNSELEEo 
) DisAGREE 
) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
(12) As THE COUNSELEE PRESENTS HIS PROBLEM, THE PASTOR-C OUN SELOR SHOULD ALWAYS 
SEARCH IN HIS MIND FOR THE SOLUTION BEST SUITED TO THE CASE AT HANDo 
( ) AGREE ( ) DISAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( J STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
(13) WHEN THE PASTOR-COUNSELOR HAS REACHED A SOLUTION, I T SHOULD BE CARE FULLY 
EXPLAINED SO THAT THE COUNSELEE MAY UNDERSTAND IT AND BE ABLE TO FOLL OW 
INSTRUCT I ON So 
( ) AGREE 
( ) STRONGLY 
( 
AGREE ( 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
) D1 SAGREE 
) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
~ 14) IN THE CASE OF A PROBLEM INVOLVING MO RAL OR ETHICAL STANDAR DS I N WH ICH T HE 
CHURCH ALREADY HAS A STATED POSITION, THE PASTOR-COUN SELOR SHOULD EXPLAIN T HE 
CHURCH's POSITION AS SOON AS THE pROBL EM BECOMES CLEA Ro 
( ) AGREE ( ) DISAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DI,SAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAI N 
(15) THE PASTOR-COUNSELOR SHOULD MAINTAIN A STRICTLY NEUTRAL ATTIT UDE WH EN COUNSEL I NG 
AND NOT ALLOW HIS DOCTR IN E OR CONVICTIONS TO BE APPA REN T T O T HE CO UNSELEE 0 
( ) D1 SAGREE ( ) AGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
(16) IN SOME CASES A NUMB ER OF SESSIONS WITH THE COUNS ELEE Wi LL BE NECESSARY BEF ORE 
AN EFFECTIVE SOLUTION TO THE PROBLEM WILL BE REACHE D0 
( ) D1 SAGREE ( ) AGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAI N 
(17) A PASTOR-COUNSELOR S HOULD BE ACCEPTANT AND UNDERSTAND ING OF A COUNSELEE WHO 
DOUBTS THE EXISTENCE OF Goo. 
( ) AGREE ( ) DISAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
) UNCERTAIN 
(18) A PASTOR- COUNSELOR SHOULD BE ACCEPTANT AND UNDERSTANDI NG OF A COUNSELEE WHO 
IS LIVING IN IMMORALITY AND SINo 
( 19) 
( ) AGREE ( ) DtsAGREE 
( J STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
A COUNSELEE STATES, "I HATE MY 
TO CONVINCE THE COUNSELEE THAT 
( ) AGREE ( 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
HUSBAND." THE PASTOR- COUNSELOR 
THIS ATTITUDE IS WRONG. 
) DISAGREE 
) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
SHOUL D ATTEMPT 
(20) 
(21) 
(22) 
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A COUNSELEE STATES QUITE EMOTI ONALLYt n I OON 1T BELl EVE THAT Goo IS L0VE. 11 
THE pASTOR-COUNSELOR SHOULD ATTEMPT TO CONVINCE THE CLIENT THAT Goo IS LOVE. 
( ) AGREE ( ) DISAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
A COUNSELEE STATES QUITE EMOTIONALLY, 11 1 AM GOING TO KILL MYSELFe 11 THE PASTOR-
COUNSELOR SHOULD EXPLAIN TO HIM WHY THIS IS NOT A SOLUTION TO THE PROBLEMS. 
( ) AGREE ( ) DISAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
A COUNSELEE STATES QU I TE EMOTIONALLY, 11 1 THINK THE MORAL S~ANDAROS OF THE 
CHURCH ARE A LOT OF BUN~. II THE PASTOR-COUNSELOR SHOULD THEN DEFEND THE MORAL 
STANDARDS OF THE CHURCH0 
( ) AGREE ( ) DISAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
(23) A MINOR ADMITS THE THEFT OF AN AUTOMOBILE DURING A COUNSELING SESS I ON 0 THE 
PASTOR-COUNSELOR IS MORALLY OBLIGATED TO INFORM HIS PARENTS AND THE POL I CEo 
( ) AGREE ( ) DISAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTA I N 
(24) UNDER NO CIRCUMSTANCES SHOULD . THE PASTOR-COUNSELOR REVEAL CONFIDENCES EXPRESSED 
DURING THE COUNSELING SESS I ON 0 
( ) AGREE ( ) DisAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
(25) IT IS PERM I SSABLE FOR A PASTOR-COUNSELOR TO USE AS ILLUSTRATIVE MATERIAL ACTUAL 
CASES FROM HI S COUNSELUN G EXPERIENCE 0 
( ) AGREE ( ) DI ,SAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
(26) THERE SHOULD BE DEF I NITE L I MITS SET AS TO LENGTH AND NUMBER OF COU NSELING 
I NTERVI EWSo 
( ) AGREE ( ) DI.SAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
{27) WHEN A COUNSELEE MI SSES AN APPO INTMENT, THE PASTOR-COUNSELOR SHOULD IMMEDIATELY 
CONTACT HIM TO FINO THE REASON FOR HIS ABSENCE0 
( ) AGREE ( ) D1 SAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTA I N 
(28) WHEN IT IS QU ITE EV I DENT THAT A PARISHONER NEEDS .COUNSELING t THE PASTOR-C OUNSELOR 
SHOULD TRY TO ARRANGE FOR A COUNSELING INTERVIEWo 
( ) AGREE ( ) DISAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTA U N 
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(29) ~~A COUNSELING SESSION IS BEING RECORDED ON TAPE, THE COUNSELEE 1S PERMISSION 
SHOULD BE OBTAINED. 
( ) AGREE ( ) DISAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
(30) WHEN THE COUNSELEE MAKES A STATEMENT KNOWN TO BE UNTRUE, THE PASTOR-COUNSELOR 
SHOULD IN~ORM HIM THAT HE IS NOT TELLING THE TRUTH. 
( ) AGREE ( ) DISAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
(31) IN E~~ECTIVE COUNSEL ING THE PASTOR-COUNSELOR SHOULD CONTROL THE DIRECTION Or 
THE INTERVIEW• 
( ) AGREE ( ) D1 SAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
(32) IT IS GENERALLY CONSIDERED THAT IT IS DI~FICULT TO HAVE AN E~FECTIVE COUNSELING 
AND RELATIVES. 
) D1 SAGREE 
RELATIONSHIP WITH CLOSE 
( ) AGREE 
FRIENDS ( 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
(33) ~~MORE INFORMATIO N IS NEEDED CONCERNING THE COUNSELEE, THE COUNSELOR SHOULD 
SEEK SUCH IN~ORMATION FROM THE COUNSELEE 1S RELATIVES AND FRIENDS. 
( ) AGREE ( ) DisAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
(34) J~ IN A MOMENT 0~ ANGER THE COUNSELEE USES PROFANITY, THE PASTOR-COUNSELOR SHOULD 
KINDLY INFORM HIM THAT THIS IS NOT DESIRABLE• 
( ) AGREE ( ) DISAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
(35) A PASTOR-COUNSELOR SHOULD ALLOW THE COUNSELEE TO GIVE ~REE EXPRESSION TO HIS 
THOUGHTS REGARDLESS OF HOW UNETHICAL OR IMMORAL THEY MAY BE. 
( ) AGREE ( ) DISAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
(36) A COUNSELEE STATES QUITE EMOTIONALLY, 11 LIFE ISN 1T WORTH LIVING ANY MOREe 11 THE 
PASTOR-COUNSELOR 1S REPLY MIGHT BE 11 Now, NOW, EVERYTHING 1S GOING TO BE ALL RIGHT. 11 ( ) AGREE ( ) DISAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
(37) THE COUNSELEE STATES TEARFULLYt 11 11M BROKE AND DON 1T KNOW WHERE MY NEXT MEAL's 
COMING FROM. 11 THE PASTOR-COUNSELOR SHOULD INVITE HIM HOME ~OR SUPPER OR SEEK TO 
LEND HIM SOME MONEYe 
( ) AGREE ( ) DalsAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
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(38) IT WOULD BE WELL FOR THE PASTOR-COUNSELOR TO HAVE IN MIND A SERIES OF QUESTIONS 
TO BE USED IN CASE THE CONVERSATION LAGSe 
( ) AGREE ( ) DtsAGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( } STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
(39) A PASTOR-COUNSELOR SHOULD BE CONVINCED THAT APART FROM THE CONTEXT OF THE CHURCH 
THERE CAN BE NO SATISFACTORY ADJUSTMENT TO LIFEe 
( ) Dt SAGREE ( ) AGREE 
( ) STRONGLY AGREE ( ) STRONGLY DISAGREE 
( ) UNCERTAIN 
APP:SNDIX B 
lETTER ,...liiCH ACCONPANI ED QU1'.STI ONNAIRE 
rear Pastor: 
Stephen W. Nease 
41 West Elm Avenue 
Wollaston 70, Mass. 
il.pril l , 1958 
Probably by now you are so ha rassed by the countle ss questi onnaires which come 
your way that anothe r such as is he r e enclosed seems jus t too much . but I 
would dare ask a moment of your time to tell you just why I f ee l that this 
questionnaire is vital to you and perhaps to our Church as well. 
This questionnaire is be ing sent out by me pe rsonally and has no connection 
whateve r with East ern Nazarene College; it i s a part of my work towards the 
H.Ed. degree at Boston University. As its title indicates , it is intended to 
ascertain the general f eeling of the pastors of the Church of t he Na zarene 
tm-rard counseling as such, and to obtain some i dea as t o methods of counseli ng 
used. It is my fe eling that a knowledge of these vital areas could be used i n 
a way that "Jould ultimately be valuable t o the pastors of our church . 
Hay I make it clear that your name is not necessary to the study, and that no 
evaluation of individuals will be attempt ed . The answers r e ceived will be 
t abulated and compar ed with the ansv1ers of a gr oup of counse l or trainers of 
Bos ton Unive rsity . Significant similarities in agreement or diffe r ences will 
be noted in the thesis. Other studie s of this nature vJill be made by othe r 
Mast e rs candidates of the Uni ve rsity , and from t he total results a profile may 
be constructed which will indicat e similaritie s and differences in the a ttitudes 
and practices of pastoral and secul a r counse lors i n general. 
Your coope ration in comple ting this questionnaire and returning it in the 
enclosed postage-paid envelope will be deeply appr eciat ed . In r e turn, I trust 
that whatever I pe rsonally gain in kncvJl edge from this study will be used to 
make our ministry more effective for Him . 
S1.JN :kb 
Encl. 
Since rely yours, 
S~W·~-
stephen '.J . Nease 
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